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CHAPTER L 

INTRODUCTORT REMARKS. 

The power of justices of the peace, in criminal prosecutions, 
is of great importance, and, indeed, essential to the execution of 
the laws for the punishment of crimes. In addition to the au- 
thority vested in them to try and decide upon certain ofiences 
intrusted to their jurisdiction, they have the power, and it is 
made their duty, upon legal complaint and information, to cause 
to be arrested and secured for trial, all persons guilty, or justly 
suspected to be guilty, of the highest as well as of the bwest 
breaches of the law. The administration of public justice, and 
the protection of property and life, require that this power 
should be deposited in faithful and judicious hands. If it were 
otherwise, the escape of offenders during the vacation of the 
public tribunals, or the necessity of arresting them by private 
individuals without official responsibility, would be the inevitable 
consequence. 

In England, for a period of nearly five hundred years, this 
power has been intrusted (though not exclusively) to justices of 
the peace. In New England, from the time of its settlement, 
and the regular organization of its governments, the same policy 
has been adopted ; and in many if not all the other United 
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2 INTROBUCTORT aEMABKS. 

States, similar authority has been exercised by justices of the 
peace, ei&er by ancient usage, or by virtue of particular statutes* 

It seems, therefore, of more than ordinary importance, that 
these officers should be well instructed in this branch of their 
duty. The part thus assigned them in the execution of the laws, 
renders it highly proper that their characters and qalifications 
should be such as to merit the public confidence. The ancient 
£nglish statutes required, that they should ^^ be of the best repu- 
tation, and most worthy men in the country." ^^ And because, 
contrary to these statutes, men of small substance had crept into 
the commission, whose. poverQr made them both covetous and 
contemptible," other statute provisions were made, requiring that 
they should possess competent annual incomes from permanent 
estates. The remark is as applicable here, as it was in Elngland, 
that these duties " are such and of so great importance to the 
public, that die country is gready obliged to any worthy magis- 
trate, that without any smister views of hb own, will engage in 
the troublesome service."* 

Many, perhaps the greater part of the magistrates in this coun- 
try, have not the means of acquiring a competant knowledge of 
their official duties. With respect to such of those duties as it 
is the object of this undertaking to explain, no treatise specially 
confined to them, and fully pointing them out, has ever been pub- 
lished, either in this countiy, or (as it is believed) in England. 
In the year 1773, an abridgment of Dr. Bums's, " Justice of 
the Peace and Parish Officer " was made and published in Bos- 
taa. This was a useful undertaking at the time ; but much of 
the matter, selected for that abridgment, is inapplicable to, and 
foreign fitom the object of this work. A volume by Samuel 
Freeman, Esq. and another by R. Dickinson, Esq. upon the 
office and duty of jusdces of the peace, have also been published 
in Massachusetts. But very small portions, in either of these, 
relate to the subject of criminal prosecutions. They were, prob- 
ably, not intended by their respectable authors, as complete 
guides in that branch of a justice's duty. 

* 1 Blac. Com. 852, 354. 
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It is not to be expected that many of oar practisiDg magistrates 
can obtain the requisite information upon tins branch of tbw du- 
tf from English law books. The more ancient treatises, such as 
those of Lambard, Cromptcm, and Dalton, have ceased to be 
practical guides, though frequently recurred to as venerable an- 
thorities* The work of Dr. Bums, before alluded to, is of high 
and unquesdonable authority ; but the former editions of it con- 
tain four vdumes, by far the greater part of which is of no use to 
an American magistrate.* An analysis upon this subject is con- 
tained in the first volimie of Mr. Chitty's Practical Treatise on 
the Crown Law, published A. D. 1816. The English editkm 
of this work is in four large volumes, and comprises a complete 
system of practice, pleading, and evidence, in criminal prosecu- 
tions in the English Courts ; together with a copious collection of 
precedents and practical forms used in those courts. This work 
is of value in the library of a lawyer ; but a very small por- 
tkm of it is 'of any immediate use to a practising magistrate in 
this country. The size and expense of it are somewhat dimin- 
ished by a late editk>n in two volumes, by Richard Peters, jun. 
Esq. of Pennsylvania. Still the expense of purchasing this, or 
any other En^ish work, merely for what it contains upon the 
partibular duties of a jusdce of the peace m criminni prosecutions, 
cannot be readily or conveniently incurred. Two other works 
upon the powers and duties of justices of the peace and parish 
<^cers, have been published within a few years ; one by Thomas 
W. Williams, in four volumes ; the other by WilUam Dickinson, in 
three volumes. The former work was published in 1812, and 
contains the whole law of England, relative to the office of a 
justice of peace, comprising also the authority of parish officers 
in England. The latter was published in 1822, and is a practi- 
cal exposition of the law of England, relative to the office and 
duties of justices of the peace. These works are so loaded 
with Enghah statutes of a local nature, with proceedings founded 

* A new edition of Bums's Justice has lately been published by Geoige Chet- 
wynd, Esq. in five volumes, with the cases and statutes brought down to 1 Geo. 
4th. 
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upon them, and o&er matter of very little use in this^xHintrfr, 
that the sight of them would be appalling to an American magis- 
trate. 

From these considerations, as well as from the advice and en- 
couragement of many highly respected professional friends, this 
work has been undertaken. Its object is, to fiimish gendemen in 
the commission of the peace, with a practical and plain guide in 
that part of their duty which relates to public prosecutions, at so 
low a rate, as that they may be induced to incur the expense of 
obtaining what litde assistance it may affi>rd them. Some of the 
remarks and directions contained in the first part, (particularly in 
the last chapter, upon the subject of the taxation of costs, and re- 
tummg die process into court,) and some of the forms in the sec- 
ond part of the woi'k, are original ; but it may be added (without 
ostentation, it is hoped,) that they are the result of more than 
twenty years' official experience. For these, no authori^ b 
claimed beyond what the reasons, upon which they are founded, 
may sanction ; but for the residue, the confidence, both of the 
magistrate and the advocate, is respectfuUy anticipated ; for they 
may be assured, that, with the exception of that portion of the 
work which is original, the matter contained in it is taken from 
the most approved authorities, and generally given in the words 
of the authors fix>m whom it is selected. For this, no apobgy is 
ofiered. The danger and folly of departing Scorn law language, 
by attempting to improve or refine it, are best known to those 
who have the greatest experience in, and veneration for legal and 
technical precision. 

It may be observed, that the arrangement adopted in the first 
part of this work, is similar (though not pursued in precisely the 
same order) to that of others, who have written upon the same 
subject. But it is, in fact, the only one which the nature of the 
subject suggests, or will admit. It purports to explain the duty 
of the magistrate, from the commencement to the conclusion of 
the prosecution. Any other course, therefore, must be unnatural 
and retrograde. 
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The work is more particularly calculated for the meridian of 
Massachusetts, and the other New Englaud states ; but no effort 
has been spared to render it useful throughout the United States. 
Perhaps one recommendation of it may be, that it is not incum- 
bered with any directions, forms of proceeding, or other matters 
which are peculiar to the practice in the English courts. 



CHAPTER 11. 

THE COMPLAINT, AND APPLICATION FOR PROCESS. 

When a crime has been committed, and application is made 
to a magistrate for a warrant against the party accused, it becomes 
necessary to ascertain the grounds of the accusation so far as to 
enable the magistrate to decide upon the propriety of granting 
or refusing such application. Criminal prosecutions are carried 
on, in the name and (in this state) at the expense of the govern- 
ment ; and have for their object the public safety and security. 
Whenever, therfore, it shall be manifest, that mere private redress, 
and not the public good, or any breach of the laws, is the motive 
of the party applying, the magistrate may decline to institute the 
process. 

The person injured, is usually the complainant, or prosecutor, 
as he is generally called in England. But every man of common 
right is entitled to prefer an accusation against a party whom he 
suspects to be guilty of an offence. In this country, where public 
prosecutions are carried on at the public expense, the privilege 
of origbating them is often abused. Magistrates are liable to be 
imposed upon by the ex parte statements of the party complain- 
ing ; which are usually made under the influence of feelings excit- 
ed by a strong sense of personal mjury ; sometimes from motives of 
revenge ; — and not unfrequently from a disposition or propensity 
to appear at court in the character of a witness for the common- 
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wealth. It is an important duty of the magistrate, to acquaint 
himself with the real motives of the complainant; and in prc^r 
cases, to suspend the issuing of the process, and to turn the par* 
ty over to the grand jury and public prosecutor. A predisposi- 
tion in justices of the peace to commence a public prosecution 
upon trivial or groundless applications, is a great evil to the com- 
munity ; and, when it is indulged from selfish or pecuniary mo- 
tives (as is sometimes the case with the hui^ry and trading 
part of them), requires exemplary correction. 

It is, therefore, of importance to consider upon what evidence a 
complaint shall be received and a warrant granted. In the first 
place, a complaint cannot be received irom persons disqualified 
to make oath to it. Of this description are all those who have 
been rendered infamous, and incompetent to testily as witnesses 
in a court of justice, by conviction of febny or any species of 
crime which necessarily implies falsehood. It is a general rule, 
and may be safely adopted and applied as such, that no complaint 
ought to be received upon the oath of a person who is by law dis- 
qualified firom supporting it by his testimony on the trial of the 
party accused.^ Persons thus disqualified, may disclose their 
knowledge of the crime complained of to others, and thereby en- 
able them to bring an ojBTender to justice, against whom they can- 
not of themselves give evidencef . But all persons are entided 
to be witnesses, and consequendy, to sanction, by their oath, com- 
plaints and applications for criminal prosecutions, who have the 
use of their reason, and have such religious belief as to feel the 
obligations of an oath, unless they are disqualified by intere^ 
or have been convicted of an infamous crime.| 

An inquiry into the causes of the incompetency of witnesses 
would lead to a very extensive field of discussion. But in sup- 
port of the rule above laid down, it may be safely added, that 
magistrates cannot receive the complaint of any person as the 
ground of a criminal prosecution, who has not a competent share 
of reason to know the nature of an oath, and understand its moral 

* Parsons, Ch. Just, of Mass. in a Charge to the .Grand Jury. 

1 1 Chit C. L. 3. X Phil. £v. 18. 7 T. R. 610. GiU. £v. 129. 
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obligations ; such as very young children ; — ^persons insane ; — 
idiots or lunatics, unless in their lucid intervals ;* — nor of atheists, 
who profess not any religion that can bind their consciences to 
speak the truth ;f — ^nor of persons rendered infamous by the con- 
viction of certain crimes, such as treason, felony, peijuiy, forgery, 
and such other ofl^nces of the same nature, as necessarily imply 

falsehood.^ 

Persons legally entitled to prefer an accusation against a party, 
suspected of a crime, cure bound to exert the power with which 
they are invested ; not from motives of revenge, but for the secu- 
rity of the peace and safety of the community. The oh- 
ject of criminal laws is not vengence for the past, but safety for 
the future ; and to the furtherance of this design, every citizen is 
bound to contribute^ This moral obligation is enforced by the 
laws themselves* For every person, knowing that a capital crime 
has been committed, and concealing it, is guilty of an offence. 
In such cases it is the indispensable duty, and only safe conduct 
of those who have knowledge of.the crime, to reveal it as soon 
as possible to a justice of the peace or other magistrate. || — ^And 
although in cases of misdemeanor, this neglect is not in general 
punishable, yet if the crime be of a public character, it is illegal 
to receive or stipulate to receive, a compensation for suppressing 
a prosecution of it. And any contract or security made in con- 
sideration of dropping a criminal prosecution, suppressing evi- 
dence, or compounding for any public offence, is invalid.lT 

But the nuUity of such contracts is not the only e£kct produced 
by the suppression of public prosecutions ; — and as these attempts 
are usually made at the commencement of them, and are some- 
times sanctioned or connived at by justices of the peace who are 
not well instructed in their duty, their injurious efhcta ought to 
be clearly pointed out. 

* Phil. £▼. 14,— and authorities there cited. f PhiL £v. 17. 

) Phil. Ev. 22,— «nd authorities there cited. § 1 Chit C. L. 3. 

I) 1 Chit C. L. 4.-4 Blac. Com. 120. 1. 
IT 6 East 298. 2 Will. 849. 
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It sometimes occurs when the accuser and accused meet be- 
fore the magistrate, that their animosity towards each other is abat- 
ed. At this early stage of the process, numerous temptations 
may present themselves to the parties, to stop or suppress it. 
Frequently the party complained of becomes convinced that he 
has no legal means of escaping punishment; and b therefore 
willing to purchase an exemption from it. When the mjury is 
merely of a personal nature, the pernicious consequences of stop- 
ping the prosecution for it upon an agreement for a personal sat- 
isfaction, are not always perceived ; and when such agreements 
are assented to by the parties, there have been instances of their 
bemg sanctioned or permited by the magistrate. This practice 
is always illegal and criminal in the parties ; and when participat- 
ed in by the magistrate, the consequences to him may wholly 
depend upon the motives of his conduct. If he proceed igno- 
randy, and without any criminal design, he may possibly be ex- 
cused from punishment ; but if he permit himself to be influenc- 
ed by selfish, pecuniary, or other unworthy or corrupt considera- 
dons, he becomes liable to exemplary punishment, impeachment, 
and removeal from office. An ignorant magistrate may sufier 
much injury to be done in this way ; — ^a corrupt one may prevent 
the punishment of the most atrocious offender, and thus defeat 
one of the great objects of ci^ government. For as the magish 
trate is the officer upon whose integrity and vigilance the govern- 
ment depends for the apprehension and security of the perpetra- 
tors of crimes, he may, if corrupt, at all times affi>rd them the 
means of escape by permiting the accused to negotiate with and 
buy off his prosecutor. 

This practice is severely frowned upon and punished by the 
common law. It is said to be an offence equivalent to that of 
champarty ; and one that contributes to make the laws odious to 
the people. As early as the reign of Queen Elizabeth, it was 
punished by fine and standing in the pillory.* An agreement to 
stifle a prosecution is said to be a crime most detrimental to the 
commonwealth. For it is the duty of every man to prosecutCi 

* 4 Black. Com. 135, 136. 



THE COMPLAINT, &C4 9 

appear against, and bring offenders to justice. Any agreement 
to the contrary is said to be void by the common law, the civil 
law, the moral law, and all laws whatever. ^^ You $haU not 
stipulate for iniquityJ*^ All writers upon our law agree, that a 
polluted hand shall not touch the pure fountains of justice.* And 
so chaste is the English law upon this subject, that it is made 
crimbal by statute, for a man to advertise a reward for the re- 
turn of stolen goods, with no questions asked, or words of the 
same import. It is also punishable for a man to receive his goods 
upon an agreement not to prosecute ; and if he take money of 
the thief, whereby he escapes, he becomes an accessory to the 
o&nce.f It seems, therefore, of very great importance, both to 
the public and to the character and safe^ of a magistrate, that 
whenever a public prosecution has been commenced by him, he 
should proceed with it in a direct course, without the least regard 
to any private or personal views of the parties, which may be in* 
consistent with the due course of public jusdce. 

At common law, a justice of tlie peace may institute a process 
for the punishment of an offence committed in his presence. He 
is thereby possessed of a double power in relation to the arrest of 
wrong doers ; the first branch of which may be personally exer* 
cised on the commission of a felony or breach of the peace in 
his presence ; the second, by issuing a warrant on the evidence 
and complaint of another. And if a justice of the peace see a 
felony or breach of the peace committed, he might, at common 
law, either himself arrest the parties offending, or verbally com- 
mand any person to take them into custody.]: The right to 
exercise this power, under our constitution, might well be doubt- 
ed, if it had not been recognised by a particular statute. It has 
not been usually exercised in this state, since the adoption of its 
present constitution. And, indeed, it seems inconsistent with the 
doctrine of Chief Justice Pratt in the case of the King i;^. Wilkes.§ 
He there gives it as his opinion, that if a magistrate has a par- 
ticular knowledge that a person has committed an offence, it is 
not sufiicient ground for him to commit the criminal ; but in that 

* 2 WHs. 849, 860. f 1 Hale, 619. 

1 1 Chit C.L. 26 ; Bac. Abr. Justices of the Peace, E. § 2 Wiis. 168. 

2 
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case he is rather a witness than a magistrate, and ought to make 
oath of the fact before some other magistrate, who should there- 
upon act the official part, by granting a warrant to apprehend the 
offender ; it being more fit that the accuser should appear as a 
witness, than act as a magistrate. This advice is so salutary, 
that no arguments seem necessary to recommend it to the magis- 
trates of this country. 

The statute above alluded to was passed the 2€th of Februaiy, 
1796 ; the third section' of which is in the foUowing words,-— 
" Be it further enacted, that any justice of the peace, for the 
preservation thereof, or upon view of the breach thereof^ or upon 
view of any other transgression of law, proper for his cognizance^ 
done or committed by any person or persons whatever, shall have 
authority (in the absence of the sfaeri^ deputy sheriff, or constable) 
to require any person or persons to apprehend and bring before 
him, such offender or ofienders ; and every person so required, 
who shall refuse or neglect to obey the said justice, shall be 
punished in the same manner as for refusing or neglecting to 
assist any sheriff, depu^ sheriff, or constable, in the execution of 
his office as aforesaid. And no person who shall refiise or 
ne^ect to obey such justice, to whom he shall be known, cxr 
declare himself to be such justice of the peace, shall be admitted 
to plead excuse on any pretence of ignorance of his office."* 

Whatever power to make these arrests is vested in justices of 
the peace, either at common law, or by the statute here quoted, 
such power ought to be cautiously exercised ; and indeed never 
resorted to, but in cases of extreme necessity— as for instance, 
where an atrocious crime has been committed, and there is no 
other means of preventing the escape of the oflfender. Perhaps 
it is unnecessary to add, that it is essential to the power and 
protection of the magistrate, that in these cases he act without 
malice, and npoa plenary evidence that a crime has been com- 
mitted. 

When a justice of the peace finds reason to believe, that the 
party applymg for a criminal process is actuated by motives of 
private interest rather than those of public justice, it is his duty 

« Staiota 17aS» Cliap. es. 
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ID examine him strictljy and to warn him of the Kabilities he may 
incur. Prosecutions have been and may be originated from no 
better motive on the part of the complainants, than a desire to 
obtain advantages from them in civil suits depending upon the 
same fapts. Numerous instances are recollected when hopes of 
this kind have been chorished relating to civil actions which have 
been tried in the lower courts, and are pending by appeal. The 
general object of these prosecutors is to obtain an indictment for 
perjury against some witness whose testimony has been unfavor- 
able to them in a former trial, in order to disqualify him from 
testiiying on an appeal or new trial. In these, and all similar 
cases, the magistrate should be careful not to involve the govern- 
ment in the expense, or subject the bdividual to the liabilities of 
a groundless or malicious prosecution. He can geoerally avoid 
the responsibility of refusing a process, by referring the complain- 
ant to the grand jury. It rarely happens that any injury or in- 
justice is the consequence of this delay, unless the offence com- 
plained of may be barred by the statutes of limitatbn. 

But on the other hand, when an offence, not within the juris- 
diction of a justice, is to be carried for trial before the higher 
courts, and there appear to be sufficient grounds for the prosecu- 
tion, it is highly expedient to commence the^ proceedings before 
the magistrate, whereby the party and witnesses for the govern- 
ment are bound over to the court in which the trial is to be had. 
This course affi>rds so much facility to the public prosecutor, that 
he is thereby usually enabled to save the time and expense of a 
whole term. In such cases the law insures to the prosecutor all 
due protection. He cannot be injured in the discharge of this 
duty, unless his proceedings are instigated by malice, and desti- 
tate of any probable foundation.^ 

A justice of the peace may, upon deliberate consideration, 
refuse to institute a criminal process. But this cannot be legally 
done where there is an accusation upon oath of an offence of a 
higher nature than is withm his jurisdiction, if there appear any 
reasonable ground for the charge. Yet, if there be a positive 
charge on oath, and the justice sees that there is no credit to be 

* 1 Chit C. L. 10. 
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given to it, be may decline receiving the complaint and issuing a 
warrant* He must act honestly and judiciously, as well towards 
the government as the party, — ^he must have a *^ stout and up- 
right heart, and clean and uncorrupted hands," f — ^and when 
that is the case, he can be subjected to no injury on account of 
his official conduct. 

If the magistrate, after deliberate consideration, determines to 
institute a process, he will commence it by receiving the com- 
plaint of the party applying for it ; which complamt ought to be, 
both in form and substance, adapted to the crime complained of, 
and to be sanctioned by the oath of the complainant. This pre- 
requisite is required in England, and it is presumed in the United 
States. In Massachusetts, it is in pursuance of the 14th article 
of the Declaration of Rights ; which is m these words, — ^** Every 
subject has a right to be secure from all unreasonable searches 
and seizures of his person, his houses, his papers, and all his 
possessions ; all warrants, therefore, are contrary to this, if the 
cause or foundation of them be not previously supported by oath 
or affirmation."! The course for the complainant is, to go 
before a justice of the peace, sometimes accompanied with other 
witnesses, and state the facts upon which the application is 
founded. The justice then should interrogate the accuser, and 
other witnesses, if present, so as to enable him to judge of the 
nature of the complaint, and the proprie^ of instituting the pro- 
cess. He then draws up the complaint in legal form, unless the 
complainant present one ready drawn by counsel ; which is 
often done in cases requiring particular technical accuracy ; such 
as perjury, conspiracy, and the like. The complaint is then 
signed by the accusing party, and the oath or affirmation to its 
truth and justice, administered by the magistrate. Upon this 
the warrant is usually issued. 

The mode of administering an oath varies in tiie different 
states ; and is also made conformable to the religious principles 
of the witness. In thq New England states, the ceremony of 
holding up the right hand is adopted. This ceremony is not 

• I Chit C. L. 82. t Dalt J. 6. 

I CoDf titution of Massachwetts, 14th article of lightB. 
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required of Quakers and others, who decline taking an oath on 
account of their religious scruples.^ To these an affirmation is 
administered ; which is done widiout the form of holding up the 
hand* In the southern states, the form of administering an oath 
is upon the H0I7 Evangelists ; and the witness, upon the con- 
clusion of the ceremony, is required to kiss the book (usually 
the New Testament), which supposes him to be a christian.f 
When the testimony of those who are not christians is required, 
the law allows and sanctions those forms and ceremonies to be 
used in the administration of oaths to such persons, which are 
peculiar to their reUgion, and consequendy most binding upon 
their consciences. Therefore Jews may be sworn on the Old 
Testament ; Mahometans on the Alcoran ; and Grentoos, and of 
course all others, according to the ceremony of their religi(Mi.| 
ffthe law requires an oath, and a witness does not believe in any 
form of religion, he cannot be sworn ;^ — ^and consequendy, the 
oath of such a person to a complaint presented to a magistrate 
ought to be refused. If a Jew, or any other person, professing 
the belief of a Supreme Being and of a future state, consents 
to be sworn according to the usage in our courts, he will be 
permitted to do it, and thereby may incur the penalty of peijury^ 
as much as if sworn upon the Old Testament ; or according to 
the ceremonies of his own religion. || 

In Massachusetts by statute 1797, chap. 35, sect 10, it is 
enacted, that '^ in the administration of oaths in this common* 
wealth, the ceremony of lifting up the hand, as heretofore used, 
shall be practised, with such exceptions as to Mahometans and 

* Statute 1824, Chap. 91. f Plul. Ev. 19; 1 Out. C. L. 502. 

X Phil. Ev. 19 ; 1 Atk. 21, where the ceremony of administeiing an oath to a 
Gentoo is given. 

In the case hst quoted, a Gentoo was admitted afl a witness, and sworn ac- 
cording to the ceremonies of the religion of his nation. The oath prescribed 
to be taken was interpreted to him ; and afler it was administered, he touched 
the foot of a Bramin or priest of the Gentoo religion. If the witness be him- 
self a priest, he is to touch the hand of another Bramin, this being the most 
solemn form in which oaths are usnaUy administered to witnesses who profess 
the Gentoo religion. PkU. ^. 19 ; 1 Mk. 21. 

§ Phfl. Ev. 18. 

II So ruled by Jackson J. in a late case in the Sup. Jud. Court 
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other penoDS wbo bdieve that an oatfi is not ImidiDg uiileii 
taken in their accustomed manner, as die several oomts shall 
find necessary in the executioQ of the laws." — Justices ot the 
peace in all prcx^eedings before them are to be governed by this 
law.--See ako Mub. StahOtj 1810, Chap. 138. 

The form'of the oomfdaint requires particular eonsderatioD* 
It must describe the party charged and to be apprehended, and 
the oflbnce of which he is accused, with sufficient techmcal 
accuracy. By the provision of magna charta, no person can be 
taken or imprisoned but by the lawful judgment of his peers, or 
the law of the land. The 12th ardcle of the Dedaratkn of 
Bights in the constitution of Massachusetts, is founded upon this 
provision of die great English charter. It contains a more in- 
telligible and particular recognition of the rights of the suljject, 
than is specified in the part of magna charta above recited* it 
b in these words, ^^ No subject shall be held to answer for any 
crime or ofience, until the same is fuUy and plainly, substaatiaHy 
and formally described to Um.'' All persons arrested by virtue 
of a warrant from a justice of the peace upon complaints for 
breaches of the laws, are ^* hdd to answer for them" within 
die meaning of diis provision. It follows, therefore, that the 
crime or ofience for* which diey are held to answer, ought to 
be fully and plainly, substantially and formally described. A 
complaiDt setting forth, in general terms only, the crime com- 
plained of, if within the jurisdiction of the justice, is not suffix 
cient, in those governments where diere is similar constitudonal 
provision. 

The preceding remarks are applicable, stricdy speaking, to 
those complaints only, which relate to ounces within the juris- 
diction of the justice. Although, in all other cases, this accuracy 
ought to be adhered to, yet the justice has no right to quash the 
complaint for mformalities, and discharge the party for that 
cause, his duty in all cases beyond his jurisdiction being 
nothing more than to examine into the grounds of the complaint 
for the purpose of deciding, whether the party accused shall be 
bailed, committed, or discharged. 
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In England it may be otherwise ; yet there, perfect accuracy 
is reipiired in setting forth the crime in an indictment. The 
doctrine in the case before cited, of the King vs. Wilkes, cannot, 
it is presumed, be law in this country, viz. that the grounds of a 
charge need not be set forth } and (as it appears by a quotation 
from Hawkins in that case) that a commitment for treason with- 
out any particular accusation or ground of suspicion, is good I— ^ 
And although it is said in that case, thlit neither Hale, Coke, nor 
Hawkins takes notice that a chaise is necessary to be set out in a 
warrant, it appears to be the constitutbnal right of all persons^ 
under this government, to require it. 

But whether the constitutions of our country have or have not 
changed the common law upon this subject, there is no necessity 
nor even apology for a careless or incorrect manner ci conduct- 
ing any judicial process ; especially one which controls the per- 
sonal Uber^ of the subject, and requires him to defend himself 
against a criminal accusation. When, therefore, a magistrate 
institutes such a process, it is his duty to make it conformable to 
the requirements of technical precision ; first, as to the descrip- 
tion of the party accused ; and, secondly, as to the description of 
the o&nce. 

First, The name of the par^ to be apprehended, if known, 
must be correcdy stated in the complaint and warrant ; and must 
not be left in blanks to be filled up after they are delivered to 
the officer.* If the process be defective in this particular; 
dmt is, if there be a mistake in the name or additk>n of the 
person on whom it is to be executed ; or if the name of such 
person be inserted without authoi%, it is fatal to the process, 
and may be injurious to the officer who executes itf But if the 
name of the party to be arrested be unknown, the complaint 
may state and the warrant be issued against him, by the best 
description the nature of the case will aOow. As ^^the body of 
a man whose name is unknown, but whose person is well known, 
and who is employed as the driver of cattle, with a badge, 

No. 673.'^ t 

* 1 Chit C. L. 89 ; 2 Hale, 114. t Foster, ai2 ; 1 East, P. C. 810. 

tlGlutC.L.8a,40. 
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Although in the loose practice of some magistrates it is not 
usual to state in the complaint any addiuon of place or degree, 
yet it is always expedient and proper to do so. These particu- 
lars are usually well known to the magistrates issuing the process ; 
and there is no reason why they should be dispensed with in this, 
more than in other judicial proceedings. — ^It may be added, that 
the necesdty of inserting the addition, b put upon the same 
ground as that of the name of the party, in the English authori- 
ties upon this subject ; and the consequences of a defective 
process in either of these particulars, are there said to be the 
same.* 

Secondly f As to the allegations in the complaint, and manner 
of setting forth the offence. From what has been observed, it 
appears to be expedient, perhaps necessary, that under our con- 
sututions the crime should be more formally set forth in the 
complaint, than what is required at common law. It will accord- 
ingly be found, that in the forms of all the complaints contained 
in the second part of this volume, as much technical precision 
has been attempted, as is required in an indictment. — ^The 
reason given for a contrary practice by the English common-law 
writers, is, that cases may occur in which it would be imprudent 
to let even a peace-officer know the crime of which the party, to 
be arrested, is accused. In charges of a capital nature, it is 
said not to be necessary to state the cause upon which the 
warrant is granted ; and that it seems rather discretionary than 
necessary, to set it forth in any case.f Yet the same authorities 
state it to be advisable in bailable offences to set forth the special 
cause of the complaint, in order that the party may be provided 
at once before the justice, with sufficient sureties.^ 

The necessity or reasonableness of a technical description of 
the offence arises, under our government, from a different and 
higher source, — ^that of the constitution. Whenever a man is 
arrested by virtue of a defective process, he may, in some sort, 
be said to be unlawfully restrained of his liberty. In addition to 
which, it may be suggested, that the object of the arrest may be 

* Foster 812 ; 1 East, P. C. 810. 

1 1 Chit C. L. 88, and the authorities there cited ; 2 Hale, 111. X ^^' 
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defeated, and the crirninars chance of escape increased, by this 
deficiency. He is entided to the full benefit of the consdtutlonal 
provisions in his favor. To know the precise nature of the 
offence, against which he is called upon to defend himself, is one 
of them. If it can be dispensed with in part, it may be, for the 
same reason, in whole ; and in this way the authority of the 
government may be perverted to the most vexatious and tyranni- 
cal purposes. The reason given by Lord Hale, why the com- 
plaint and warrant should contain the cause of the arrest specially, 
appears to be unanswerable, viz. that if they are generally, to 
answer such matters as shall be objected against Atm, it cannot 
appear whether the cause be within the jurisdiction of the justice 
of the peace ; neither can it appear whether the party be bail- 
able.* 

It is well settled that a justice of the peace may receive a com- 
plaint and institute a process, upon the pi-obable suspicion of the 
complainant, although formerly it could not be done, unless the 
suspicion arose originally in the breast of the magistrate.f Ar- 
rests upon suspicion by private persons are hsiely permitted, but 
not enjoined by the common law.| The complaint and warrant 
must state the name of the suspected party, who is to be appro* 
bended ; for a warrant to apprehend all persons suspected, is il- 
legal. A general warrant to apprehend all persons suspected, 
without naming or describing any person in particular, is illegal 
or void for its uncertainty ; for it is the duty of the magistrate, 
and not to be left to the officer, to judge of the ground of suspi- 
cion.^ Such a process would not only be void, but an action for 
false imprisonment lies against the ofiicer who makes an arrest 
upon such a warrant. || 

In Massachusetts, this power to commit, or hold to bail, all 
persons suspected to be guilty of capital, or lesser ofibncesj is giv- 
en to justices of the piece by statute. The statute of 1783, chap. 
51, vesting certain powers in justices of the peace in criminal 

• 1 Chit C. L. 11 ; 2 Hale, 72, 108. f 4 Blac. Com. 290, 287. 

X Bum. J. ** Arrest," where the grounds of a suspicion that will justify an ar- 
rest are stated ; 4 Blac. Com. 290. 

§ 1 Chit C. L. 42. il 1 Hale, 680. 
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cases, has this provision, ^^ And justices of the peace shall exam- 
into all homicides, murders, treasons, and felonies, done and com- 
mitted in their counties; and commit to prison all persons 
guilty or suspected to be guilty of manslaughter, murder, 
treason, or other capital oflence; and to hold to bail all per- 
sons guilty, or suspected to be guilty, of lesser offences, which 
are not cognisable by a justice of the peace/' Under this 
statute the practice has become general, for the complainant to 
charge the party upon suspicion, and not by a direct allegation 
of his guilt. This practice, however, ought to be governed by 
the circumstances of each case ; for where the knowledge of the 
crime and oi the party accused must of necessity be possessed 
by the complainant, as in cases of personal injury, assaults 
an^ batteries, be. it is somewhat ludicrous for him to swear 
that he suspects a party to be guilty, with whom he has. had the 
personal conflict. 

The power thus exercised of arresting persons before trial, 

•and upon probable suspicion, is founded upon the same principle 

of justice, as that which permits an arrest in civil cases on mesne 

process, for the security of the person of a debtor, before the 

merits of his case can be ascertained by a trial. 1 Chit* 12. 

Having refered to a part of the statute vesting powers in justi- 
ces of the peace in criminal cases, the importance of those powers 
in the administration of justice, and the punishment of crimes, 
may be the subject of a few remarks. The conservation of the 
peace is the very end and foundation of civil society ; and has 
been one of the first and favorite objects of the common law.* 
Both in England and America, the highest officers of state have 
been, ex officio j associated with justices of the peace, for its pres- 
ervation. In some countries, the tyranny and oppression exercised 
over the subject, by officers liable to no responsibility except to 
their immediate employers, are among the greatest horrors of a 
despotic government. A power to arrest offenders, and secure 
them for trial, which can at all. times be called into immediate 
exercise, is indeed essential to the prompt and successful admin- 
istration of justice. — ^The necessity of guarding such a power in 

" 1 Blac. Com. 349. 
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the hands of any order of the community, is coextensive with the 
liability to, and danger of its abuse. It has been abused ; although 
instances of it have seldom occurred. A corrupt magistrate is a 
monster rarely to be met with in this country. Few as their num- 
ber are, they are objects of the scorn and contempt of all classes 
of the people. A mercenary and profligate justice of the peace, 
is one of those nuisances, which nothing can remove or cleanse, 
until he is hunted down by public indignation. On the other 
hand, those of upright and respectable characters, have the thanks 
and the support of all the friends and advocates of good govern- 
ment. 

Justices of the peace are said to possess all the powers of an- ^^ 
cient conservators of the peace at common law, in suppressing riots 1 
and affi*ays, in taking security for the peace, and in apprehending I 
and committing felons and other inferior criminals.* Such are I 
the important powers vested in them by the statute under which 
they derive their authority in criminal prosecutions, that in this 
State, the whole authority of the government for the preservation 
of the peace and punishment of criminals, during the vacation of I ) 
die superior tribunals, in a great measure devolves upon them. 
For in iaddifionlo those offences which are within their jurisdic- 
tion to try and punish, they are authorized and required by this 
statute, to cause to be stayed and arrested all afflayers, rioters, 
disturbers and breakers of the peace, and bind them by recog- 
msahce to appear ait the next Supreme Judicial Court (or other 
court of inferior jurisdiction, at their discretion ;) and to require 
such persons to find sureties for keeping the peace and being of 
good behavior, until the sitting of the court they are to appear 
before, and to commit such persons as shall refuse so to recog- 
nise. Their duty also requires them to examine into all homi- 
cides, murders, treasons, and felonies, and to commit to prison 
all persons guilty or suspected to be guilty of those offences ; and 
to hold to bail all persons guilty or suspected to be guilty of 
lesser ofiences; to require sureties for the good behavior of 
dangerous and disorderly persons ; and to take cognizance of all 

* 1 Blac. Com. 354. 
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Other crimes, matters, and offences, which hj particular laws are 
placed within their jurisdiction. 

These important powers and duties of a justice of the peace 
will be more particularly commented upon in the subsequent 
chapters, and in their more appropriate places. — ^They are re- 
cited and referred to in this place from the statute last mentioned, 
as containing a summary of those duties and cases which relate 
more immediately to the subject of this chapter, viz. to the re- 
ceiving of complaints, and applications for crimmal processes ; — 
in every case embraced within the provisions of this statute, it is 
the duty of a magistrate to institute a process, if the grounds of 
the application are made clear and satisfactory to him. 

The form and requisites of the warrant, and the manner of 
issuing it, are the next subject of consideration. In order of 
time, they immediately follow the drawing up and receiving of 
the complaint ; — ^at common law, whenever an authority is grant- 
ed to hear or determine offences, a power to issue compulsory 
process is incidentally given ; for there can be no inquiry re- 
specting offences, without the presence of the party accused } and 
wherever the power is intrusted of examining into or deter- 
mining tiie former, there must also be authority to compel the 
latter.* 

From the nature and object of the process, it follows, that 
there can be no necessity for it when the defendant is present in 
court, but only when he is absent.f This remark, however, 
taken from the authorities cited, is applicable to cases pending 
by indictment in the higher courts ; in which, by the power inci- 
dent to and practice in those courts, the party, if voluntarily or 
accidentally present in court, may, at the discretion of the court, 
be arraigned, and held to recognise for his appearance from day 
to day, and abide the order of court. But if a party, against 
whom a complaint is exhibited before a justice of the peace, 
be present at the time the complaint is received, it is not 
known to be the practice, or within the power of the justice, to 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 338 ; Bum. J. Process ; Com. Dig. Process A. 1 ; Dalt. J. 
C. 193. 
t Hawk. b. 2, c. 27, s. 1 ; Bum. J. Process ; 1 Chit. C. L. 338. 
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put the party to plead, or order him to recognise for bis appear- 
ance at the higher courts, or to commit him, unless he has been 
previously taken into custody, by a warrant. The power in the 
courts of superior jurisdiction to order a party to be arraigned 
when present in court, is discretionary.* But in similar cases 
before a magistrate, it is obligatory. For in all cases before a jus- 
tice of the peace, when a person is charged with a crime of a 
high or aggravated nature, and wbich is not entrusted to his ju- 
risdiction, it is his duty to commit or bail him, as the circum- 
stances of the case may require. This distinction between the 
powers of the superior courts and justices of t&e peace, in re- 
gard to persons present, but not in actual custody before them, is 
further strengthened by the words of the statute before cited, giv- 
ing powers to justices in criminal cases. They are required by 
that statute, to cause to be '^ stayed and arrested " persons guilty, 
or suspected to be guilty of the crimes and offences therein enu- 
merated ; which seems to imply the necessity of legal process. 
In these cases, nothing is to be presumed in favor of a justice's 
jurisdiction.f 

The practice of going before a magistrate, by persons who 
have been guilty of breaches of the peace, confessing themselves 
guilty, and paying a small and inadequate fine, has been the sub- 
ject of complaint and reprehension, both in this country and Eng- 
land. The object of such persons is to prevent or bar a process 
from another justice of the peace, founded upon the complaint 
of the injured party.| The mischief and abuse have been the 
same, where a colorable prosecution has been instituted by a 
fHend of the offender. Attempts of this kind are usually abor- 
tive ; — ^for in general, the proceedings in consequence of them 
are of no validity ; as no sentence or order of a justice of the 
peace is of any validity or authority, unless they are made and 
obtained bond fide* Whenever, therefore, applications of this 
nature are (nade to a justice, he ought generally to decline acting 
upon them at all ; but never in the absence of, or without notice 
to the party injured. A sentence, thus obtained, is no bar to 

* 1 Chit C. L. 338 ; 4 Burr. 2531. .f Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 14. 

t4M.R.641. 
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anodier prosecutkm for the same cause of complaint ; the general 
effect of them b nothing more, than to £dx>w the consciousness of 
guilt on the part of the offender, and the want of judgment, and 
sometimes of integrity on the part of the magistrate. And when 
the case is, as it has been known to be, that there is an under- 
standing, or rather a combination betweai the party and the 
ma^strate, to prevent, m this way, the due coarse of justice, 
they are both of them liable to a public prosecution and exem- 
plary punishment. 

Widi respect to the form and requisites of the warrant, the 
first inquiry b, to whom it shall or may be directed. — The in- 
variable practice in this state is, to direct it to the sheriff of the 
county or his deputy, or to either of the constables of the town, 
within which it is to be executed. By the second section of the 
article last before cited,"*^ all sheri&, constables, and other officers, 
are directed and empowered to execute warrants issuing from a 
justice of the peace. In England a justice of the peace may direct 
his warrant to any indifierent person by name, who is no officer ; 
for a justice may authorize any person whom he pleases to be 
his officer ; yet there it is considered most advisable to direct it 
to an officer, within whose precinct it is to be executed. — ^But a 
decision of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts has 
changed the common law in this particular ; it is now settled in 
this state, that a justice of the peace has no Authority to direct 
his warrant to a private person. 

This decision was made in the case of Commonwealth vs. 
Samuel Foster &; al.f in which the law is so fully and clearly 
laid down, that a minute statement of it may be of use to those 
magistrates who govern their practice by the old authorities, and 
who may not be possessed of the volume in which it is reported. 

The defendants were indicted for an assault and battery upon 
one Philip Weaver, he the said Philip bemg, as it was dleged, 
duly and lawfully appointed to execute a certain warrant, legally 
issued against one Richard Foster ; and that said Weaver was in 
the due and lawful execution of the said warrant. Samuel Fos- 
ter and David Page, two of the defendants, were tried together ; 

♦ 1 Mass. Laws, 160. f 1 Mass. Rep. 488, 2d edit. 
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and a verdict was found, that they were severally guilty, subject 
to the opinion of the court, whether the warrant given in evi- 
dence was a lawful authority to Weaver and his assistants, who 
acted under the same, in arresting and detaining the body of the 
said Richard Foster. The warrant was issued by a justice of 
the peace, for an assault and battery, and was directed ^' to the 
sheriff, &C. or his deputy, and to all and any of the constables of 
the town of Winthrop, or to Philip Weaver^ jun.*^ commanding 
them to apprehend, 8z;c. The opinion of the court was delivered 
seriatim^ by the three justices who sat in the trial ; which opinion 
was unanimous, against the right or author!^ of the justice to 
direct his warrant to Weaver, and against Weaver's power to 
execute it ; and was to the following effect ; that, 

The office of justice of the peace when first introduced into 
this country in all particulars then applicable, or which have 
since become applicable, may be con^dered as possessing here 
the general character and funcdons allowed to it in England, by 
force of the statutes which had there created and regulated this 
ancient and important office. It became subsequendy, of course, 
a subj At of legislation here. The form of the oath was appoint- 
ed ; by which a justice of the peace was required " not to direct 
his warrant to the parties," but to the sheriff, &;c. ^* or other offi- 
cer proper for the execution of the same." Until the adoption 
of the present constitution, justices of the peace were sworn, ac ^ 
cording to the tenor of this oath, which by plain implication, if 
not by the very terms of it, prohibited them from issuing their 
warrants to private persons. 

The constitution abolished this form of oath, by directing a 
general form for all civil officers ; but this abolition cannot be 
construed to confer any authority, which for so long a time had 
been denied or disused. The statutes since the revolution have 
enumerated very particularly the powers and duties of justices 
of the peace, whose office exists at this time principally, if not 
entirely^ according to the provisions of those statutes ; which can- 
not be construed to confer any power, in criminal cases, not enu- 
merated. The statute, vesting powers in justices of the peace 
in criminal cases, directs sheriffi, &c. and other officers to exe- 
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cute warrants issuing from justices of the peace ; and justices of 
the peace have authority to command the assistance of those offi- 
cers, and of other persons present at any afitay, &c. The si- 
lence of the legislature as to the authority of private persons ta 
execute warrants, as well as the direction respecting private pei^ 
sons who may be present at an affiay, S^c. affi)rds a strong im- 
plication, that no private person had, or ought to have, any other 
authority, than is there prescribed. This impIicatioQ is strength- 
ened by a more recent statute,^ subjectbg to punishment those 
who pretend themselves to be officers, and requiring aid as such. 
By this latter statute, justices of the peace have authority, " in 
the (Absence of the sheriff, deputy sheriff , or constable j*^ to require 
the aid of private persons. It could not be the meaning of the 
legislature to restrain an authority by them underssood to exist 
at all times and on all occasions, to be employed only in the ab- 
sence of the civil officers ; and that in describing the offence of 
unlawfully requiring aid under pretence of office, there should be 
no provision for the case of a private person, acting by a warrant 
of a justice of the peace. The denial or disuse of this mode of 
process, and the implied negative of the legislature upon ft, are 
sufficient arguments against it. 

It is said in this case of Commonwealth t;^. Foster & al. to be 
of importance for the security of individuals, to be established, 
^' that in no case but where it shall be necessary, and that ne- 
cessity expressed in the warrant, ought the warrant of a justice 
of the peace to be directed to a private person."f But it may 
be answered, that if there exists no authority in the justice, to 
direct his warrant to a private person, (which is understood to be 
the point decided in this case) the necessity will not sanction the 
practice, without legislative provision ; more especially, as on the 
one hand, the law has provided for the apprehension of offenders ; 
and on the other, it ought to guard against oppression. In cases 
where an arrest is authorised, the law has provided its corps of 
officers, prescribed the limits of their powers and duties, and im- 
posed oaths for their fidelity. Does it consist with that anxious 
regard for personal liberty which all governments ought to feel, 

* Statute 1795, Chap. 68. f By Sedgwick J. 
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that it should be permitted, by the most ordinary ma^strates, 
without any special reason, and probably from unworthy mo- 
tives ? — Is it consistent with personal security, to permit them 
to employ, in the execution of their warrants, any individual 
whom they shall think proper to select ? While this authority is 
expressly withholden from them in many bstances, would it not 
foe extraordinary and even absurd to say, that by law they may 
exercise this power according to their will, and without any pre- 
tence of necessity ? So long as the decision in this case remains 
unreversed, it is considered that the law m Massachusetts is set- 
tled as to this question, viz. that a justice of the peace has no 
authority to direct his warrant to a private person. 

The warrant must be under the hand and seal of the justice 
who makes it out ; although some of the ancient writers have 
thought it sufficient if it be in writing and subscribed by the jus- 
tice.* A failure in this requisite makes the warrant void, and, 
as it is said, subjects the officer using it to an action for false 
imprisonment. In some cases, a want of formality in the war- 
rant may be blamable in the justice that makes it, and yet will 
not subject the officer to an action for false imprisonment, if the 
matter be within the jurisdiction of the justice who issues it.f 

The warrant ought to set forth the year and day wherein it 
was granted ; that in an action brought upon an arrest made by 
virtue of it, it may appear to be prior to such arrest| It is safe, 
though not necessary, to show the place where it was made ; but 
it must SQt forth the county, in die margin, at least, if not in the 
body of the warrant.^ . 

It must be made in the name of the Commonwealth, as ap- 
pears from the precedents in the second part of this volume ; 
and it must set forth the cause upon which it is granted. 

It has been the common practice in this commonwealth for 
justices to draw the complaint and warrant upon the same sheet 
of paper ; and instead of setting forth in the warrant, the cause 
upon which it is granted, to refer to the complaint which is an- 

* 1 Hale, 676 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 13, s. 21. f 1 Hale, 676, 677. 

X Hawk. b. 2, c. 13, 8. 22; Dalt. c. 117, 121. 
§ Hawk. b. 2, c. 18, s. 28. 
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nexed, and in this way make it a part of the warrant* There 
seems to be many objections to this practice. It is presumed to 
be unknown at common law, and is sanctioned only by our usage. 
The complaint is a distinct and important part of the process. 
It contains the accusation upon which the parly b to be arrested. 
It is to become a matter of record, and therefore ought never to 
be out of the office, keeping, or power of the magistrate. In 
cases within the jurisdiction of the justice, it may be the subject 
of a plea to his jurisdicdon, plea in abatement, demurrer for 
informality, and of a modon in arrest of judgment, both before 
the justice, and, in cases of appeal, before the court of Common 
Pleas. — ^For these reasons it is manifesdy improper that it should 
be delivered out to the officer, with the warrant, to be by him 
carried wherever it may be necessary for him to go to execute 
the warrant, and thus be exposed to loss, injuiy, or mutilation. 
The practice in this case ought to be similar to that of filmg the 
indictment, and issuing the capiat or warrant thereon, in the 
higher courts. The reason for it is precisely the same. In 
those courts, the indictment, when returned into court by the 
grand jury, is filed of record, and a warrant against the party 
accused is ordered to issue, in which an abstract of the charge in 
the indicUnent is inserted, stating in general terms the crime 
alleged. It would be dangerous and absurd m the highest 
degree, to depart from this practice in the courts having jurisdic^ 
tion of crimes to be prosecuted by indictment. Yet the com- 
plaint and warrant in a justice's court are of the same nature 
(and the practice concerning them ought therefore to be grounded 
upon the same reasons), as the indictment and warrant in the 
Common Pleas and Supreme Court. — ^What would be a suf- 
ficient abstract of the complaint to be inserted in the warrant, so 
as to show a legal cause for issuing it, will be stated in the forms 
of warrants herein after contained. 

The warrant may also be general, to bring the party before 
any justice of the peace in the county 5 or special, to bring him 
before the justice only who granted it.* If it be general, the 
election of the magistrate before whom the party is to be taken 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 13, s. 2 ; Dalt. c. 117. 
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lies in the officer, and not in the prisoner** If the warrant be 
special, and returnable only before the magistrate who granted 
it, the officer is bound to carry the prisoner before him. 

Until a late statute, a warrant from a justice of the peace in 
this state could not be executed out of the county in which the 
justice granting it lived. By that statute, the sheriff or his dep- 
uty to whom the warrant is directed, has power to apprehend 
the person complained of, in any county of the commonwealth.f 
This statute will be again referred to in a subsequent page, 
in which the law relative to the backing of warrants will be 
stated.]: 

If the warrant be filled up by the magistrate before he issues 
it, though after he signed it, the proceeding is regular ;^ and 
where a married woman commits an ofience without her hus- 
band, the complaint and warrant should be only against her.|| 

The warrant of a magistrate is not returnable at any particular 
time ; and it continues in force undl it is fully executed and 
obeyed.ir It need not state the time when the party is to be 
brought before tlie magistrate for examination. This is never 
done m any warrant whatever ; nor is it possible to do it without 
manifest injury to the party ; for if a distant, or any period should 
be limited, he must remain in custody during all the time between 
the issuing of the warrant, and the day limited for its return ; 
whereas he is entided to be discharged the first day, if it should 
appear that he is innocent. The law has fixed a time ; for by 
law, the officer is bound to carry the party accused immediately 
before the magistrate ; and if he delay so to do, it is contrary to 
the duties of his office.** The practice is invariable in Massa- 
chusetts, to make the warrant returnable forthwith. 

Prior to the Statute of 1820, chap. 62, before referred to, 
the warrant of a justice of the peace could not be executed out 
of his county, unless it was backed^ that is, endorsed by a justice 
of the county in which it was to be carried into execution. By 
this statute, the doubts and difficulties arising from the practice 

• 1 Chit C. L. 89 ; 2 Hale, 112 ; 1 Hale, 681. f Passed Feb. 12th 1821. 
t Post, p. 27. § 1 Chit C. L. 40. || Id. IT Ptake's Reports, 284. 

••lChitC.L.40; 8T.R.U0. 
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of backing warrants, are done away in tbis . state, h. providesr 
and enacts, ^' that whenever a warrant against any person shall 
be duly issued by a justice of the peace within this Conunon- 
wealthi for any supposed offence committed within his county, 
or in pursuance of the provisions of law for the maintenance of 
bastard children, and the persons complained of shall, either 
before or after the issuing of such warrant, escape or go out of 
said county, the sheriff or deputy sheriff thereof, to whom the 
said warrant may be directed, shall have power and authority to 
pursue the person complained of^ and to apprehend him in any 
county in this Commonwealth, and to convey him into the county 
in which the act complained of may have been comnutted, that 
such proceedings may be had as the law ^haU require." It is 
remarkable that the wholesome and necessary provisions of this 
statute should have been so long delayed, and the practice of 
backing justices' warrants should have been left upon the loose 
and iftcertain ground of the common law ; more especiaUy, as 
similar statute provision was made in England as early as the 
reign of George II. Subsequent statutes have also introduced 
regulations of a similkr nature.^ The provisions of this English 
statute, however, are different from those of our own ; which 
are more simple, and better calculated to carry into effect the 
intention of the legislature. By the former, the offender, upon 
being arrested in the county to which he had escaped, must be 
carried before a justice of that county ; and if the offence be bail- 
able, must there give bail for his appearance to take his trial ; 
but if not bailable, or the parQr be unable to find bail to the satis- 
faction of the justice, he b to be sent back for trial to the county 
in which the ofifence was committed. Our statute has adopted 
this latter provision ; and authorizes the arrest of the ofiender in 
any county to which he may have escaped ; and directs that he 
shall be, in all cases, conveyed back into the county where he is 
to take his trial. 

It will be observed, that the power to execute the warrant of 
a justice of the peace in a county otiier than the one in which 
he lives, is lunited, by the above mentioned statute of this state, 

* 1 Chit C. L. 45» 46. 
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to the sheriff or deputy sheriff of the counQr in which the war-* 
rant was granted. It is apprehended therefore, that no officer or 
other person, of the county to which the offender may have es- 
caped^ is authorized by virtue of this statute to make the arrest, 
or to execute the warrant A justice therefore will be careful, 
not to direct a warrant which is to be executed in another county, 
and without his ordinary jurisdiction, to any officer or person but 
the sheriff or deputy sheriff of his own county. But if such 
warrant should be directed to other officers, such as constables &ec. 
yet, if it be also directed to the sheriff or deputy sheriff of the 
ooun^, in which the warrant is issued, and be in fact executed 
by them, the direction to other officers will not render an arrest 
made by such sheriff or deputy sheriff illegal. 

The practice of backing justices' warrants has heretofore been 
regulated in this state by the common law. Some have doubted 
the legality of the practice. In those states in which no statute 
provision exists, unless they have adopted the practice and usage 
as pointed out in the statute of Geo. II. and others subsequent 
diereto, the directions of the common law must still be the only 
guide. This practice had long prevailed in England without 
law, but was at last, as it is before stated, authorized by statute.* 
It is said that formerly, there ought in strictness to have been a 
fresh warrant, m every fresh county,f but this cannot now be 
necessary. ' ' 

The granting of search warrants is a part of the duty of a jus- 
tice of tiie peace, which requires particular consideration. On 
the one hand, the discovery of stolen goods is frequently the 
effect of these warrants ; on die other, the power of granting 
them may be easily abused, and great injuries, to innocent pei^ 
sons both as to their reputation and property, diereby occasioned* 
Ancient writers upon the crimmal law differed as to their original 
legality* Lord Coke said diey were contrary to law ;| and Lord 
Camden said tiiey had cr^t into the law by imperceptible 
practice ; but Lord Hale, it is said, has clearly established their 

* 4 BL Com. 289. 

t See post— die form of endonement, or backing a wanant in part 2d. 
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l^afity upon the ground, that without them, felons would fre- 
quently escape detection.* A late statute has establidied their 
auth(n*ity in England, and also pointed out the manner in which 
thej shall be executed.f Search warrants for libek, and other 
papers of a suspected party, are ill^al, for, as observed by Lord 
Camden, the difference between seizing stolen goods, and private 
papers of the party accused, is apparent. *^ In the one case I 
am permitted to seize my own goods, which are placed in the 
hands of a public officer,, till the felon's conviction shaQ entitle 
me to restitution. In the other, the party's own property would 
be seized before conviction, and he have no power to reclaim 
them even after his innocence is made clear by an acquittal.'']; 

The search warrant cannot be granted without an joath^ made 
before the justice, of a felony committed ; and that the party 
complaining has probable cause to suspect that the property 
stolen is in a particular place, and showing his reasons for such 
suspicion.^ Before the statuto of 22 George III. which directed 
that the search should be made in the day time^ it appears from 
Lord Hale, that the warrant should direct the search to be made 
in the day time only ;|| for in many instances, under pretence of 
searches made in the night, robberies and burglaries have been 
committed. But it is added in another authority ,ir that in a case 
iiot merely of probable suspicion, but of positive proof, it is right 
to execute the warrant in the night time, lest the offenders, and 
goods also, be gone before morning. The warrant ought to be 
directed to an officer, and not to a private pecson. In Massa« 
chusetts, as we have seen, no warrant can be executed by a 
private person.** The above rule, however, ought to be attend- 
ed to and observed in all the states where there is no judicial 
decision upon the subject, and where the rules and practice of the 
common law are still followed. It is proper that the complainant 
should always attend the officer in the execution of the warrant, 

* 1 Chit C.L. 64; 2 Hale, 118; 2 Wils. 149, 291. 

t22 Geo. 3d; 1 Chit C. L. 64. 

X 11 St Tr. 821, in which there is an ample diflctusion of Hd» subject 

§ 1 Cfatt C. L. 65 ; 2 Hale, 112, 113. || 2 Hale, 113, 100. 
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because he will be able to mdendfy the property seized.* And 
the warrant should direct, that the goods found, together with 
the body of the person^in whose custody they are taken, should 
be brought before the justice, to the end, that upon further exam- 
ination the gdods and the prisoner may be disposed of as the 
law directs*! 

Although there are precedents of general warrants to search 
all suspected places for stolen goods,} yet at common law they 
are illegal, because of the /danger and inconvenience of leaving 
it to the discretion of a common officer to arrest such persons, 
and search such houses, as he thinks fit^ And in the great case 
of Money t;. Leach, Lord Mansfield declared, that a warrant to 
search for, and secure the papers and person of the author, prin* 
ter, and publisher of a libel, is not only illegal in itself, but is so 
improper on the face of it, that it will affi)rd no justification to an 
officer acting under its sanction. || Such warrant, therefore, must 
specify the place to be searched, as well as the particular person 
to be taken.ir 

With respect to the mode of executing this warrant, if the door 
be shut, and, upon demand, not opened, it may be broken open, 
and so may boxes, after the keys have been demanded ; and 
though the goods be not found, the officer will be excused. But 
if the party obtainmg the warrant act maliciously, he is Uable for 
a special action on the case. The officer must stricdy pursue 
the directions of his warrant ; for if he be directed to seize one 
kind of article, and he seize another, he b a trespasser. If the 
goods be not in the house, yet the officer is excused that breaks 
open the door to search, because he searched by the autbori^ 
of his warrant, and he could not know whether the goods were 
there until^ search was. made; but the party that made the sug- 
gestion is punishable ; for as to him the breaking of the door is 
punishable or not punishable, according to the event of finding or 
not finding the goods.** 

* 2 Hale, 160. f Id- t ^>^^ J- ^^> 8^- 

§ 1 Chit C. L. 65 ; 2 Hale, 114, 150 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 13, s. 10 & 17. 
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Upon the letum of the warrant, when executed, the justice 
must proceed as follows. If it appear that the goods hiou^t 
beibre him were not stolen, they are to be restored to the posses- 
sor. If it appear that they were stolen, they are not to be deliv- 
ered to the owner, but deposited in the hands of the officer who 
executed the warrant, to the end that the party from whom they 
were stolen may proceed to mdict and convict the offender, and 
thereupon to have restitution of them.* If it appear that the goods 
were not stolen, the party in whose possession they were found 
is to be discharged. If the goods were stolen, but not by him, 
but by another who sold or delivered them to him, and he was 
Ignorant that they were stolen, he may be discharged as an offen- 
der, and bound over to give evidence agamst him that sold them ; 
but if it appears that he was knowing that they were stolen, he 
ought to be bound over to answer as an accessory after the fact.f 
The learned reader will find a most able and excellent discussion 
of the subject of search warrants, particularly upon the illegality 
and danger of them, when general, as to the place, parties, and 
object of them, mil State Trials, p. 316. 19, 20. 

The protection afibrded by law to a magistrate in the impar- 
tial execution of this branch of his office, is most ample and 
satisfactory. No action can be brought against him for any such 
official act, unless it was dictated by malice, or infected with 
fraud. 



CHAPTER ra. 

THE ABREST, AND EXECUTION OF THE PROCESS. 

The arrest of a citizen upon a criminal charge, before indict- 
ment by the grand jury, is an important branch of the law rela- 
tive to the punishment of crimes. A security against unlawful 
arrests is one of the great objects of a free government ; and the 

* 2 Hale, 151. f 2 Hale, 261. 
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due regulation of them m cases where the public peace and the 
safety of individuals require them to be made, is essential to the 
administration of public justice. The law upon this subject is more 
immediately applicable to the duty of the officers who execute 
the precepts of the magistrate. Yet these duties are so constant- 
ly connected with those of the magistrate, that he ought to be 
well instructed in the law by which both of them are regulated. 
The several treatises upon the office and duty of justices of the 
peace, probably for that reason, contain a minute statement of the 
law concerning arrests. It is, however, with diffidence suggest- 
ed, that in some of them, the different duties and powers of the 
magistrate and the officer are not so distinctly separated as they 
might be. The law relative to the execution of a precept by 
the officer, is so distinct from that which relates to the authority 
of the magistrate by whom it is issued, that it is extremely incon- 
venient and embarrassing, that they should be blended. Accor- 
dingly it will appear, that much of the matter to be found in the 
treatises upon this subject, under the head of arrests^ is transferred 
to the preceding chapter, upon the dutiesof a justice in receivii^ 
and conducting applications for process. What follows in this 
chapter is generally, though not exclusively, applicable to the 
duty of officers in making arrests, the safe keeping of their pris- 
oners, and their general duty in the execution of the process. 

An unrest in criminal cases is the apprehending or detaining 
of the person, in order to be forthcoming to answer to a crime 
alleged against him, or of which he is suspected to be guilty.* 
To this arrest, all persons, without distinction, are liable, when ac- 
cused of a capital or other crime. But no man is to be arrest- 
ed, unless charged with such a crime, as will justify holding him 
to bail when taken.f The exemptions, which exist in civil cases, 
here cease to operate. Thus a married woman, when she has 
committed an offence, for which she is subject to punishment, is 
Hable to be apprehended.]; 

*,1 Chit C. L. 12 ; Bums J. " Arrest ; " 4 Blac. Com. 286. 
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Th^e has been a decisioa b Massachusetts,* fininded, it is 
presumed, upon the principle of the comm(Ni law above quoted 
from Blackstone's Commentaries. No authority is referred to in 
the case, either by the counsel, or the Chief Justice in delivering 
the opinion of the court. But as it settles the law in this state, 
and if found to be supported by the principles and reasoning of 
the court, may be of extensive operation as to a class of offences 
falling within the grounds of the decision, it will be here particct- 
\ larly stated. The law established by this decision is, that a jus* 

^ tice of the peace cannot hold one to bail for an offence which 

may by law be prosecuted qui tarn, as well as by indictment. 
And it follows as a necessary consequence, that no person is liable 
to an arrestj brfare indidmetUfoundj in any such case. Chief 
Justice Parsons states, ^^ that the statute creating the o^ce,f 
had so appropriated the forfeiture and prescribed the mode of 
recovering it, as by necessary implication to exclude the oifence« 
The offender may be prosecuted either by indictment or by 
information qtd tarn ; and whichever prosecuticHi is first commenc- 
ed, to that shall the offender answer ; and he is not liable to 
f answer afterwards to the other. The prosecution by information 

is commenced by filing the information, and the prosecution by 
indictment, by the findbg of the indictment. No man is liable 
to imprisonment, or to find bail to answer to the Commonwealth, 
unless, when he shall appear to answer, the Commonwealth shall 
have an indefeasible right to prosecute him. This principle ap- 
plies to this case. If this offence should be supposed to be 
within the statute, then, when the defendant had recognised, or 
been imprisoned for want of sureties, a common informer might 
afterwards have filed his information, and defeated the Commons- 
wealth of its right to compel the defendant to answer to an indict*- 
ment found after the filing ol the information* An information 
might also have been filed before the complaint was made to the 
justice ; and as process might not have been served, neither the 
justice nor the defendant could regularly have any knowledge of 
it ; and the justice might have proceeded to imprison the defend- 

* 6 Iiu8. Rep. 848, Commonwealtfa o. Cheney. t Stat of 1788» c 61. 
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ant fer want of sureties, when no prosecution could have been 
bad by the Commonwealth. The statute of 1783 cannot com- 
prehend offences which may be prosecuted, as weQ by Miction or 
information qui iam^ as by indictment, and when the regular conn 
mencement of the qui iam prosecution will defeat a prosecution 
by indictment subsequently commenced.'' This is an important 
decision, and applies to aD the cases, such as usury, be. when 
the mode of recovering the penalty upon penal statutes, is either 
by action qui tarn, or by indictment ; in which cases it might be 
erroneously supposed that the o^nder is liable to be arrested and 
held to bail. 

Neither in this country nor in England, is tiiere any exemption 
from arrest in cases of treason, felony, or breach of the peace. 
The difficulty which heretofore existed in the latter country, in 
precisely ascertaining m what cases a party might be apprehended 
before a bill of indictment was found against him, arising from 
the constructbn of that part of magna charta, wtuch provides 
diat no one shall be taken or imprisoned but by the lawful judg- 
nlent of his peers or by the law of the land, seems to have sub- 
sided. It is said to be now fully setded, that in all criminal cases 
and accusations, the part^ may be arrested on suspicion before 
any mdictroent is found against him.* In Massachusetts this 
autiiority, as we have 8een,f is expressly given by statute. 

These remarks apply, however, in their full extent, only to 
arrests made by virtue of the warrant of a magistrate. For it is 
hid down, that no person can, in general, be taken into custody, 
without warrant, for a mere misdemeanor, unattended with vio* 
lence^ as perjury or libel.{ The law which permits or requires 
an arrest by virtue of a warrant from a magistrate seems to need 
very little explanation, as to the authority which it confers. The 
mode of executing it, and the duty of the officer under it, are 
subjects of particular importance. But as cases exist, in which, 
by the common law, bodi officers and private persons are author- 
ized or commanded to make arrests urithout warranty that subject 
is now to be considered. 

*1 Chit C.L.18; 2 Hale, 72; 108 ; 4 Blau Com. 290 ; Hawk. b. 2, c 12» IS ; 
S. 11 k 18. t Ante, p. 17. (1 Chit C. L 16; 2 WOs. 169, 160. 
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The statute of Massachusetts of 1795, chap. 68, empowering 
justices of the peace, in the absence of the sheriff, deputy shei> 
iS, and constables, to cause o&nders to be apprehended tot 
breaches of the peace upcxi view thereof, is expressed in rather 
ambiguous terms. The arrests which are contemplated in that 
statute, must be supposed to be made without warrant; but as it 
rarely happens, that the authority therein conferred, is exercised 
fiom a necessity which sometimes attends the commission of cap- 

I ital or other atrocious crimes, viz. to prevent the escape of the 

^ ofl^ders, by immediate arrests without warrant, the statute seems 

to require no particular explanation. 

It is very clear, that by the common hw, arrests may be made 
in certain cases, as well by justices of the peace and odier oflb^rs, 
as by private persons, without a warrant It is equally dear, 
that this power ought never to be exercised but in cases of ne- 
cessitjr. But where a felony has been committed, or a dangerous 
wound given, and there is great damger that the oflEender may 
escape before he can be apprehended by legal process, it is the 
right and the duty of every citizen, to exert this power. Accoxw 

, dingly it has been so exerted from the early periods of the com- 

mon law. 

A justice of the peace has this power ; who may himself 

/ • apprehend, or cause to be apprehended, by word only, any per- 

son committing a felony or breach of the peace, m his presence.* 
He has a double power in relation to the arrest of febns; one 
upon complaint of another person, the other, primitive and origi- 
nal in himself. He may command any person verbally to ap- 
prehend a febn, and such command is said to be a good warrant 
without writing ; but if the felony or other breach of the peace 
be done in his absence, then he must issue his warrant in due 
course of law to apprehend the malefactor. It is also stated to 
be law,f that any justice or sheriff may take of the county, any 
number that he shall think fit, to pursue arrest, and imprison 
traitors and felons, or such as break or go about to break the 

* 4 Bla. Com. 289 ; Stat, of MaMachiuetts, 26th Feb. 1796. 
1 1 Chit. C. L. 26 ; Dalt. J. 171 ; See also, Laws of Maw. of 26th Feb. 1796. 
as to aid In criminal cases. 
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peace; and that every man being required, ought to assist and 
aid them on pain of fine and imprisonment. Where the magis- 
trate is not present at the commission of a crimei he ought not, 
upon mere discretion, to send the par^ accused to prison, unless 
it be apon due conaderation of evidence produced before him. 
How far the doctrine above laid down, as to the power of a jus-* 
tice to arrest without warrant, is recondleable with that of Chief 
Justice Pratt, in the case of the Edng v. Wilkes,* the reader will 
judge. His doctrine in substance is, that if a magistrate has 
knowledge of an offence, yet that is not sufficient ground for him 
to commit the criminal ; but In that case, he is rather a witness than 
a magistrate, and ought to make oath of the fact before some 
other magistrate, who should thereupon grant a warrant to ap- 
prdiend the oSender* 

Sheriffi are not only authorized, but enjoined to arrest felons; 
and all persons are required to be assisting to them dierein, and 
are punishable by fine and imprisonment in case they neglect 
their duQr. The sheriff may also arrests a person suspected of 
a capital offence, whose guilt is not certain.f This power in 
the sheriff and other officers to make arrests without warrant, is 
derived firom the ancient statutes of England ; which were dic- 
tated or rendered necessary, by the then unsetded and conflicting 
state of society and government in that nation. If such a power 
now exists in these officers, in our governments, it ought to be 
exerted with the greatest caution and only under the most pres- 
sbg circumstances ; for it is altogether adverse to the spirit and 
genius of the American governments, in the present state of 
their well adjusted powers and provisions, that any man's liberty 
or safety should be invaded or restrained, either by public officers 
or private citizens, without the interference of lawful authority. 

Though a coroner has not the power of taking inquisitions of 
felony, except in case of death, yet by the common law, he is a • 
conservator of the peace in relation to all felonies, and may 
arrest, or cause another to arrest a felon.| 

♦ 2 Wils. 168, ante, p. 9. f 1 Chit C. L. 25 ; 2 Hale, 87. 
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The office of oonstable, by the omnmon law, is either nunit- 
tfiriali ID obeying warrants and precepts of justices of the peace 
&c.| or is ori^oaly as a conservator of the peace at oommoQ law 
and by trirtiie of ancient statotes.* By the original and inherent 
power which be poesesses, he may apprehend the offimder, in 
cases of felony and other aggravated or capital ounces, oom- 
mitted m his view, by virtue of his office, and without warrantf 
In general when any affiimy takes place in his presence, he may 
ekher keep the parties in custody till it is over, or he may carry 
them immediately before a magistrate.1 He has at least an 
equal power to apprehend with any bdividual, and the chief dif- 
fisvence between his power and doty, and that of a private person, 
seems to be, that the former has a greater authori^ to demand 
the assistance of others, and is liable to a severe fine fat any 
n^lect of duty ^ and that he ought to brii^ the party suspeeted 
before a magistrate to be examioed* In general, a constable 
cannot, any more than an mdividual or private person, of Us 
own accord and without warrant, justify the arrest of a supposed 
ofl^der, upoa suspicion of his gaSlt ; unless he can show that a 
SAony has been committed by some person, and the reasonable- 
ness of the suspicion that the par^^ arrested is guilty.H There 
are however authorities in favor of an exception to this rule, in 
the cases of night-walkers, and persons reasonably suspected in 
die night time, of felony .IT And by modem English statutes, 
not in fiorce in this countiy unless they may have been adopted, 
other powers aie given to constables and other peace officers to 
apprehend persons reasonably suspected of carrying stolen goods 
in the night time, reputed thieves, &c. If there be any affi*ay, 
the constable may, either to prevent it, or in die time of the 
affiny , upon information or complaint, arrest the offender ; but if 
die affiay be past, and there is no danger of deaths the constable 
cannot arrest the parties without a warrant from a justice of the 
peace.^^ Where a felony has been committed, it is agreed 

*lChitC. L. 26; 2Hale,88. tn>. {lb. § lb.; Hawk. b. 2, c. 18, 8. 7. 
||4£sp.Rep.80i Hawk b. 2, c. 12, s. 16 ; 2Hal6,92.89. 
iriCbitC.L.21; 1 East, P. C. 803 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 12» 8. 20 ; 2Hale,89. 
** 2 Hale, 90. 
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that a coostable nuiy, ea> offido, arrest and impriaoQ the feloDi 
till he can be conveniently conveyed to a justice of the peace, 
or the commiHi gaol$ and it is abo agreed, that he may break 
open doors to take the felon, if he be in the house, and his entry 
denied after demand, and notice that be is a constable— -and the 
rea«xi is, that he is e(V officio a conservator of the peace, and is 
not only permitted, but by law mgoimd^ to take a fefcvi ; and if 
he omits his du^ in this respect, be is punishable fiur such ne- 
gleett* But there must be a felony dwe, and the constable 
must be ascertained of the fact. 

In cases where a felony is not yet committed, but there is dan- 
ger of its being committed, as if A hath wounded B, so that he 
is in danger of death, and A flees and takes refuge in a house 
and shuts the doors, and will not open them, the constable may 
break the doom of the house to take him, if upon demand he 
will not yield bimselftf If there be any affiay in the house 
where the doors are shut, whereby there is danger of blood-shed, 
the constable, after demanding entrance, if refused, and the af-* 
fray continue, may break open the doors to keep the peaoe and 
prevent danger* 

When the constable has thus arrested bis prisoner, it is the 
safest and best way in all cases to bring him to a justice of the 
peace, that he may be bailed, committed, w discharged, as the 
case may require.l If the prisoner be aick, the constable may 
keep him as bng as the necessity of the case requires, in a house, 
till he can with safeQr or convenience convey him to a justice of 

the peace4 

Watchmen, by ancient statutes, and the common law, may ar- 
rest offenders, particularly night-walkers, and commit them to 
custody till the morning. || But neither they, nor any peace officer, 
are justified, at common law, in taking up a night-walker, unless 
he has committed some disorderly or suspicious act.lT A watch- 
man, having apprehended a party, may discharge himself by de- 

* 2 Hale, 91. f 2 Hale, 94. {2 Hale, 96. §Ib. 

li 4 Bla. Com. 289 ; 2 Hale, 88, 96. 

ITBac. Abr. Trespass. D. 8 ; 2 Ld. Raym. 1801. 
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ifesm^ Urn to a constable, or he majr takeUm beibn a ma^ 
trate himself.* 

By a statute of Massachasetts of 1795, chap. 82, walcfamen 
are authorized <* to see that aD distmbances and disorders in the 
ni^ be prerented and soppressed ; and to examine aD persons 
whom diejrshan see walking abroad in the night after ten o'ckick, 
and whom tfaejr shall have reason to suspect of any unlawful in* 
tention or design, of thdr business ahoad at such season, and 
whither they are going ; and in case they give not reasonable 
satbfaction therein, then to secure by imprisonment or otherwise, 
an such discvderly and su^icious persons, to be safely kept until 
morning, then to carry them before the next justice of the peace 
to be examined and proceeded against according to the nature of 
their offences, as by law directed." 

There was anciendy another mode of arrest, without warrant, 
that of hue and cry ; which was authorized in the most ancient 
periods of the common law, in cases where persons were suspect- 
ed of felony, or having inflicted a wound, from which death was 
likely to ensue. The practice is said to be distinctly recog- 
nised in the institutions of Alfred. The power incident to this 
practice was conferred by ancient statutes. The nature and oi^ 
igin of it, the manner in which it was to be levied, and what 
might be done under it, may be found in the English law wri- 
ters.f But as the practice is not in use in this country, and has 
become obsolete in England, a particular statement of the cases 
under it, in which an arrest may be made, without warrant, can- 
not be necessary. Indeed it seems apparent, that all the author- 
ity necessary for the apprehension of offenders without warrant, 
in cases of immediate necessity, is vested in public officers and 
private persons ; it might appear ludicrous at the present day tor 
pursue an offender widi ** horn and voice, and by foot and horse." 

Any private person, as well as a peace-officer, who is present 
when a felony is committed or a dangerous wound given, is au- 
thorized by the law to arrest the felon, unless he were under age 
at the time ; and they may justify breaking open doors, upon fol- 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 24 ; Dalt. J. c. 104. 

1 1 Chit. C. L. 29; 2 Halo, 99; 4 Bla. Com. 294. 
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lowing such felon.^ Upon probable suspicion also, a private 
person may arrest the felon ; but in this case, he cannot justify 
breaking open doors to do it ; because it would be of most perni- 
cious consequence, if, under pretence of suspecting felony, any 
private person, unarmed by any legal power, might break open 
a house ; and because also such arrest by a private person on 
suspicion, is barely permitted and not enjoined^ as in the case of 
those who are present when a felony is committed. Every pri- 
vate person is bound to assist an officer demanding his aid in the 
taking a felon or the suppressing an affray. Where such arrests 
are made by private persons upon suspicion, there must be rea- 
sonable and probable ground for it ; and it is essential to the 
justification of such private person, that a felony has actually been 
committed by some one. In such case, the person will not be 
liable to an action, though it should afterwards be proved that the 
party imprisoned was innocent.f 

In order to prevent the commission of a crime, any person 
may lawfully lay hold of a lunatic who is about to commit any 
mischief, which if committed by a sane person, would constitute 
a criminal offence ; and he may do the same to any other person 
whom he shall see on the point of committing a felony, or doing 
any act which will manifestly endanger the life or person of anoth- 
er ; and may detain him until it may be reasonably presumed that 
he has changed his purpose ; but where he interferes to prevent 
others from fighting, he should first give express notice of his in- 
tention to prevent the breach of the peace. It is every man's 
duty to interfere for the preservation of the peace, and to arm 
himself for that^urpose.| 

Thus any one may justify breaking and entering a party's house 
and imprisoning him, to prevent him from murdering his wife, 
who cries out for assistance ; but it is always more safe to obtain 
a warrant when time will allow ; because where there is a war- 
rant, no action lies, unless there was want of probable cause, and 
the process maliciously obtained. 

* 11 Johns. Rep. 486, PhilUps v. Trail. 

1 4 Bl. Com. 289, 290 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 17 ; 6 Binn. Rep. 816 ; 11 Johns. Rep. 486. 

X I Chit C. L. 18 ; 1 llast, P. C. 304. 

6 



43 THE ABBCST) &C. 

A private person, who has apprehended another for felony, 
may deliver the prisoner bto the hands of a constable, or, as it is 
said, carry him to any gaol m the county ; though that is rarely 
done.* But the most advisable course seems to be, to cause 
him, as soon as convenience wiU permit, to be brought before a 
magistrate, to be examined, bailed, or committed to prison.f 
And where a private person has apprehended another in the case 
of an affiay, he may lawfully detam him till the heat is over, and 
then deliver him to a constable. 

By the act of congress of April 30th 1790, it is provided, that 
suits against ambassadors and other public ministers, their servants 
or domestics, shaU be adjudged void. Laws U. S. vd. 1. p. 110. 

No authority exists to arrest persons who have committed 
crimes in a foreign country ; but persons who have committed 
crimes upon the high seas are amenable to the laws of the United 
States when they return to, or are found therem. 

In Pennsylvania an arrest maybe made for felony without war- 
rant, and a private person may make it at his perils but jtkere, 
if he can arrest for misdemeanor, or receiving stolen goods. 
Wakely v. Hart, 6 Binn. Rep. 316. 

In New York a private person cannot of his own authority 
arrest a person who has been engaged in an affiay or breach of 
the peace. 1 1 Johns. Rep. 486. But during an affiray, any 
person may, without warrant from a magistrate, restrain any of 
the o&nders in order to preserve the peace. Ibid. 

All persons whatsoever who are present when a felony is com- 
mitted, or a dangerous wound given, are bound to apprehend the 
offenders. Ibid, 

The eofecution of the warrant is an important part of the law 
relative to arrests. The of&cer to whom it is directed must pro- 
ceed with secrecy to find out and actually arrest the party ; not 
only in order to secure him, but also to subject hiQi and all other 
persons to the legal consequences of escape and rescue. But 
in many cases, for common assaults, it may not be incon^stent 
with an officer's duty to give notice to the parties accused, of the 

* 1 Chit. C. L. ao. 1 1 Hale, 689 ; 11 Johns. Rep. 486, PhiUips «. ThiU. 
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dme when they must go before the magistrate, in order that they 
may be provided with sureties. 

To constitute an arrest, the party against whom the process is 
issued, must bo actually touched' by the officer (who should ac- 
company it with pronouncing words of arrest), or confined in a 
room, or submit himself by words or actions to be in custody. 
If he be not taken into actual custody, it will not amount to ar- 
rest ; for bare words will not iii dus respect be of any avail.* If 
a warrant be generally directed to all constables, no one can act 
under it, out of his own precinct ; but if it be directed to a con- 
stable by name, he may, by the common law, execute it any 
where withb the jurisdiction of the justice by whom it was grant- 
ed, because a justice at common law may direct his warrant to 
any person he may think fit ; in which case, by the express nom- 
ination of the party, his authority becomes co-extensive with that 
of the magistrate.f In Massachusetts, however, it will be re- 
collected that this principle of common law has been changed by 
the decision in the case of the Commonwealth v. Samuel Fos- 
ter k. al.} 

A warrant directed to several, may be executed by one ; but 
if it be directed to them joindy and not severally, they must all 
be present at the arrest. And when the officer employs others 
to assist him, he must be so near as to be acting in the arrest in 
order to render it legal ;^ and he may not only demand the as- 
sistance of the people in general ; but may, if the warrant can- 
not be othervdse executed, engage the assistance of the mili- 
tary.ll 

The anest may be made in the night, and on the Sabbath. 
Arrests under the service of precepts prohibited on that day, re- 
late only to civil processes. They may be made at all times for 
felonies and breaches of the peace. IT By a statute of Massa- 
chusetts of 1791, chap. 58, the service of any civil process is 
prohibited on the Lord's day ; and enacts that such service shall 
not only be void, but the person serving the same, shall be liable 

«1 Chit C. L. 48; 1 East, P. C. 880. f 1 Chit C. L. 48. 

1 1 M. R. 488, 2d edit; 1 Chit P. C. 48, 49; 1 East, P. C. 180. 

§ Cowp. 66. II 1 Chit C. L. 48, 49 ; 14 East, 190. IT 1 East, P. C. 824. 
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to damages in the same maimer as if he had done the same 
without aDj such civil process. On the construction of the 
British statute of 29 Car. 2, which is similar in this respect to 
that of Massachusetts, it has been decided, that a person may 
be apprehended on Sunday on an attachment for a rescue ; and 
as no time is prescribed m the warrant, it continues in force till 
fully executed ; and a person may be twice apprehended under 
it, if the purposes of justice have not been e&cted.* 

It is laid down that officers, if commonly known to be such, 
and act within tbeii' own precincts, need not show their warrants 
to the parties whom they come to apprehend, notwithstanding 
they demand the sight of them ; but that all persons making ar- 
rests ought to acquaint the parQr whom they are to apprehend 
\^th the substance of their warrants. But it is enjoined on all 
private persons who may be authorized to execute a warrant, 
and even officers, if they are not commonly known, or if they 
act out of their precinct, to show their warrants, if demanded.f 
Of late, the doctrine that even a known officer is not obliged to 
show his authority when demanded, has been considered as dan- 
gerous $ because it may afiect the party criminally, in case of 
resistance.} Lord Kenyon observed, that he did not think a 
person is bound to take it for granted, that another who says he 
has a warrant agamst him without producing it, speaks the truth ; 
it is therefore very important that in all cases where an arrest is 
to be made by virtue of a warrant, that it should be produced, 
if demanded, so as to leave a delinquent no excuse for resist- 
ance.^ By a decision in Vermont, a sheriff is not obliged to 
show his precept, either to the person who is to be arrested by it, 
or to the bystanders. || But Lord Hale observes, that it is reasona-* 
ble and also safe for the officer to acquaint the party for what 
cause he is arrested ; for it is a great security to the officer, and 
but just for the party arrested to know the cause of his arrest. 

* 1 Chit C. L. 48, 49 ; Peake*t Rep. 284. 

1 1 Chit C. L. 50, 51 ; Hawkins, b. 2, c. 18, s. 28 ; 2 Hale, 116 ; 1 East, 
P. C. 812, 814, 819. 
1 8 T. R. 188. § 1 Chit. C. L. 51. 

II 2 Tyler's Rep. 214. 
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In what cases doors may be broken open in furtherance of the 
purposes of justice, are questions of great delicacy and impor- 
tance, in relation to the execution of warrants, and the appre- 
hension of criminal offenders. A knowledge of the law, as it 
concerns the powers and duties of officers in these cases, be- 
comes more important and necessary from the circumstance, 
that the most eminent writers upon the criminal law have differ- 
ed in their opinions upon the subject. 

The first general principle is, that no man's house or castle can 
be violated with impunity, excepting those cases only where abso- 
lute necessity compels the disregard of inferior rights, in order to 
secure public benefit ; and therefore in all cases where the law is 
silent and express principles do not apply, this extreme violence is 
illegal.* And this principle is carried so far in the civil law, that 
for the most part, not so much as a common citation or summons, 
much less an arrest, can be executed upon a man within his own 
walls.f There is a distinction between the powers of ofiicers 
and private mdividuals in this respect. For it is said that the 
former, bemg enjoined by law to apprehend a party suspected, 
may be justified in breaking open doors to apprehend him, on 
mere suspicion of felony ; and will be justified, though it appear 
that the suspicion was groundless ; but a private individual acts 
at his own peril, and if the parQr be innocent, would be liable to 
an action for breaking open doors without warrant.} 

The reason of this difference between the arrests of private 
persons and officers, upon suspicion only, is, that in the former 
case, the arrest upon suspicion is only permitted ; and if omitted, 
is not punishable ; and therefore they are not permitted to break 
open doors ; but in case of officers, they are punishable, if they 
omit this duty. Another and sufficient reason arises firom the 
great inconvenience and danger of admitting every private man, 
upon pretence of suspicion, to break open houses; whereas 
officers, and the authority with which they are clothed, are pub- 
licly known and presumed to be sufficient.*^ 

• 1 Chit. C. L. 62. 1 3 Bla. Com. 288. X 2 Hale, 82. ^ ., 

§2 Hale, 92. 
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k i^ a i^riaoiple of kw so clearly settled as that no doubt or 
fear sieed be apprehended concemiog it, that when it is obtain a 
felony has beea^ aMidtted, or il dangerous wound ^yea, and the 
offender; upon pursuit^ fakes refuge id bis own hou^, either a 
con8tri>lej or odier pe^ce aScety or any private individual^ may, 
without warrcmt, Inreak open his doors, if refused admktanee after 
proper demand.^ And wh^ an affiay is made in a house, in 
the view or hearing of a peace (^eer, he ihay break open the 
outer door in order to suppress itf So in some extreme cases 
it has been holdeu) (hat a private individual niay break and enter 
the house of another, to pceveni his murdering one who cries out 
for as^stiKnoe4 But it is doubted vffaether this power extends to 
ad officer or private person when felony is cmly suspected, and 
has not been coitimitted vfithin the view of the party making the 
aitest; It is said to be certain that an officer may break open 
doors, upon the positive information of another who was actualfy* 
a witziess tb the (blony ;§ smd a marked distinction between the 
power of officers and private individuals, is, that the latter can 
act dhly on their own knowledge, while the fortner may proceed 
on the information of others. A peace officer may justify an 
anest on a rteasonable charge of felony wiOumt a warrant, al- 
though it should afterwards appear that no febny had been com- 
n^ed ; but a private individual cannot. || We may therefore 
take it as setded law, that a private person may break open doors 
after a proper demand and ndlice, when he is certain that a felo- 
ny has been committed ; and that a constable may do the same 
upon the information of the party in whom the konwledge, or 
reasonable, suspicion exists.lT 

As to the question, how far doors may be broken open t^nm 
5tMptcum^ of felony, there is a diflference of opinion among the 
writers upon this branch of criminal law. Lord Cdce was of 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 62, 68 ; 1 Hale, 688, 689 ; Hawk. b. 2, c 14, a. 7 ; 2 Hale, 
82, 83, 88, 96. 
t 2 Hale, 96; Hawk. b. 1, c. 63 ; b. 2, c. 14. 
XI Chit. C. L. 68; 2 B. & P. 260. 

§ 1 Chit. 0. L. 63 ; 1 Hale, 689 ; 2 Hak, 92. || Dougl. 368. 

If 1 Chit. C. L. 68: 
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die opinion, that this might be done by die parCjr ongieidlf sus- 
pecting, but by no other, unless by the constable in bis preseoce*^ 
Lord Hale positively lays it down^ that doors may be broken 
open without warrant, on suspicion of felo^.f East contradjipts 
this, in express terms } and contends, thiut though a felony has 
been committed, y^t a bare suspicion of guilt against the party 
will not warrant the brealqng open of doors, unless the officer be 
armed with a magisirate^a loarrantj grounded on suspicion ; but 
.qualifies it by observing, that it wiU ajt least be at the pril of prov"- 
bg, thai the party so taJcen on suspicion was gwlly.j: This opin- 
ion of £as( is adopted from Foster, by whom the doctrine is laid 
down in the words used by Mr. East, hut without the qu^liQcation 
added by him.§ Hawkins, in his modest language, ei^presses 
t|ie same opinion, and observes, that *' ijt seems the better opinion 
at this day, that where one lies under a probable suspicion only, 
no one can justify the breaking open of doors in order to appre- 
hend him." II Upon the whole it seems to be understood, that 
to justify breaking open doors without warrant by a private indi- 
vidual, he mqst prove the actual guilt of the party arrested ; bqt 
that ap o^cer acting bond Jide, on the positive charge of another, 
will be excused, and the party making the accusation will akme 
be liable. But the breaking of an outer door, is in general so 
violent, obnoxious, and dangerous a proceeding, that it cannot be 
adopted with safety or impuniQr except in extjreme cases, where 
an immediate arrest is indispensable.lF 

In what cases doprs may be broken open in order to execute 
a warrant from a justice of the peace, is next to be considered. 
And it is laid down in Chitty's late treatise upon criminal law, 
that in aU cases, doors may be broken open, if the ofiender can- 
not otherwise be taken, under a warrant for treason, felony, sus- 
picion of felony, or actual breach of the peace, or, to search for 
stolen goods. And of course that the warrant is a complete 
justification to the person lawfully executing it, even tliough the 
party accused should prove his innocence.^* But it is to be 

* 4 Inst. 117. 1 1 Hale, 683. t East, P. C. 322. § Fost. 321. 

II Hawk. b. 2, c. 14, a. 7. IT 1 Chit. C L. 64 ; Dougl. 368. 

*• 1 Chit. C. L. 64. 
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rememberedi that in every case where doors may be broken 
open in order to make an arrest, whether in criminal or civil cases, 
there must be due notice first given by the officer of lus business, 
a demand of admission, and refusal, before the parties concerned 
can proceed to that extremity.* In support of the general po- 
sition above laid down, it is stated by Lord Hale, that if the war- 
rant be for felony or the surety of the peace, the officer may 
break open the door, if he be sure the offender is there, if after 
acquainting him with the business and demanding the prisoner, 
he refuses to open the door ; and this he says was the constant 
practice m his time, against the opinion of Lord Coke. And the 
law, he says, is the same, if the warrant be only upon suspicion 
of felony .f It is also laid down in Hawkins,]: that doors may be 
broken open where one known to have committed a felony, or to 
have given a dangerous wound, is pursued, either with or without 
warrant. And in East's Pleas of the Crown,"^ It is said that 
where a felony has been committed^ or a dangerous wound given, 
the party's own house is no sanctuary for him, but the doors may 
be forced, after notification, demand, and refusal. It b added 
in Chit^, that on a warrant for treason, felony, or breach of the 
peace, the doors of the party accused may be broken open, if 
admittance cannot otherwise be obtained, — " but there seems no 
well-founded authority for extending this right to misdemeanors 
unaccompanied by violence." For this last remark, no authori- 
ty is quoted* If it be well founded, it will have a very extensive 
application in this country, where many of the most pernicious 
crimes are punished as misdemeanors only, and which from their 
nature are '^ unaccompanied with violence." Such as forgeries, 
counterfeiting, cheats of every description, all crimes of omission, 
perjuries, &c. and others, the perpetration of which cannot be 
accompanied with actual force or violence, and which need not 
be alleged to be committed vi ei amis. It may be added, that 
the position seems to be repugnant to the authorities upon this 
point. For it is laid down in Hawkins, || that doors may be bro- 
ken open to execute a capias, grounded upon an mdictment/or any 

♦ Foster, 820. f 1 Hale, 582, 683. f Hawk. b. 2, c. 14, 9. 7. 

§ 1 East, P. C. 822. || Hawk. b. 2, c. 14, s. 8. 
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crime iBhaUoever. There is the same reason for extending this 
power to all cases under a warrant from a justice of the peace, 
for ounces within his jurisdiction ; and also to all cases in which 
he is authorized by law to issue his warrant to apprehend the 
offender and secure him for trial. And the position seems also 
repugnant to a subsequent remark by Chitty, '^ that this power is 
permitted wherever the crime is of a public nature."* The case 
referred to in support of this last remark, is that of Sir Francis 
Burdett o. Abbot,f which also clearly establishes the power of 
breaking open doors, after demand and reiiisal of admittance, in 
cases ^' unaccompanied with violence." In that case the domicile 
of Sir Francis was forcibly entered, upon a capias fh)m the 
speaker of the House of Commons for a libel upon the House, 
and for a contempt of its authority and privileges, neither of 
which oflfences was accompanied with actual violence. 

Indeed in that case the process was not even in the name of 
the king, but of the speaker himself in his ofScial capacity ; and 
it appears by the numerous authorities quoted, and the elaboarte 
arguments made use of in that case, that if the prosecution be for 
a matter of general concern, in which the public at large have an 
interest, the public interest and safety are to be preferred to the 
privileges of the individual. And the general current of author- 
ities seems to be, that this privilege is confined to the execution 
of civil processes merely, in which the public have no special 
interest ; and that in aU criminal prosecutions, the house of the 
parQr is no sanctuary for him ; but that the doors may be forced, 
after such notification, demand, and refusal, as the law renders 
necessary.]: 

This power of breaking open doors in cases which are per- 
mitted by law, is one which will not admit of any extension. It 
is therefore confined, even in civil cases, to outtoard doors and 
vnndotDs only ; such as are intended for the security of the house 
against persons from tmthouty endeavouring to break in. For if 
the officer find the outward door open, or it be opened to him 
from within, and he enter that way, he may then break open any 

* 1 Chit C. L. 65, 66. tl4Eut,116. 1 1 Ea^t, P. C. 822. 
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inmurd door, if he find that to be necessary to eieeute hb pro- 
cess.* 

This privilege of a man's casde from an outward hreach, 
extends only to those cases where the occupier or mny of his 
family 9 who have their domicile or ordmary residence there, are 
the objects of the arrest ; for if a stranger, whose ordinary resi- 
dence is elsewhere, upon pursuit, take refuge in die house of 
another, such house is no casde of hiij and therefore he cannot 
claim the baiefit of sanctuary in it. It must be observed how- 
ever, that in all cases where the doors of s&rangers are broken 
open, upon the supposition of the person sought being there, it 
must be at the peril of finding him ; unless, as it seems, where 
the pardes act under the warrant of a magi8trate.f And if a 
man who is legally arrested escape fifom the officer, and take 
shelter in the bouse of another, or even in his own house, the 
officer, upon fresh suit, may break open the door in order to re- 
take him, having first given due notice of his business, and d^ 
manded admission and been refused. But if it be not upon 
fresh suit, it seems the officer should have a warrant (com a 
magistrate.! And in all cases, if the officer, or his assistants, 
having entered a house in the execudon of their duty, be locked 
in, they may justify breakbg open the doors to regain their liber- 
^ ; and this right extends to officers and their friends and assist- 
ants, in the execution even of a civil process. So a sheriff may 
break open the doors of a house to rescue his officers imlawfiilly 
detained within it.§ 

In giving notice of the business and authority of the officer, 
and in demanding admission into the house, before he proceeds 
to break open doors, no precise form of words is required to be 
used. It is sufficient if the party be informed that the officer 
does not come as a mere trespasser, but claims to act under 
proper authority, provided the officer in fact had a legal warrant. 
And where the magistrate has power to issue the warrant, the 

^ 1 East, P. C. 823 ; Cowp. 1, Loe «. Gansel ; Leacfa, 106, 181, Baker's case. 
1 1 East, P. C. 824 ; Fost. 821. { 1 East, P. C. 824 ; Fost 820 ; 1 Hale, 469. 
§1 East, P. C. 824; 1 Chit C. L. 67. 
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legaliqr of h wiO nerer depend upon the truth of the information 
upcMi which it is granted.* 

Upon searehFVforranU^ regularly grantedy and specifically di- 
rected, it seems to be setded, that after proper [Hrecautbn, the 
house to be searched may be broken open, and whether the 
property be found there or not, the officer and his assistants will 
be excused. But the party maliciously procuring a search-war- 
rant, and causing it to be executed, will be answerable to the 
party aggrieved in an action on the case.f If the goods be not 
in the bouse, yet the officer is excused who breaks open the door 
to search for them, because he acts under the authority of a war- 
rant, and could not know whether the goods were in the house 
or not tin search was made ; but it seems the party who made 
the suggestion and procured the process, is liable in such case ; 
far as to him, the breaking of the door is lawful or unlawful ac- 
ccHrding to the event ; viz. lawful, if the goods are there ; un- 
lawful, if not there. I The general doctrine to be adduced from 
all the books relative to the execution of search-warrants, is-, that 
if they be altogether illegal, the officer cannot be justified 5 but 
that if they are legal in farm, though improperly granted, he may 
safely break open the doors to execute them, whether his search 
succeed, or the charge be malicious or mistaken.^ 

By a statute of Massachusetts passed June 14th 1823, an 
important and necessary provision is made, authorizing search- 
warrants to be issued to search far counterfeit money and 
securities, and for tools, implements, and materials used far 
forging them. The statute is as follows — ^^ That all justices of 
the peace, and courts who now by law have power and author- 
ky to issue or grant search-warrants to search for articles al- 
leged to have been stolen, shall have like power and authori- 
ty to issue warrants to search for money or other securities 
alleged to be farged or counterfeited, and far any tools, imple- 
ments, or materials used or to be used in the making, forging, or 
counterfeiting the same." 

*Fo8t IS6, 187; Hawk. b. 2, c. 14, 8. 1, note 1. \l Chit. C. L. 67. 

1 2 Hale, 161. § 1 Chit C. L. 67. 
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See post Part 11, as to the foims of seaich-wamnts, and the 
remarks upon the constnictioo of thb statute there inserted. 

The house of a diird person, as we Ivtve seen, is not privileg- 
ed, if the oflbnder fly to it for refuge ; but may be broken open 
after the usual demand. But then it is said to be at the peril of 
the officer, that the party i^ainst whom the warrant is obtained 
be found there, for otherwise he will be a trespasser. It is prop- 
er to observe, that all the privileges attendant on private dwellings, 
relate to arrests before indictment; for there is no question what- 
ever, that after indictment found, a criminal of any degree may 
be arrested in any place, and that no house is a sanctuary for 
him. It has been before stated, that after a party has been once 
actually arrested, and escaped from custody, any door may be 
broken open to retake him, after proper demand of admittance. 
And when the officer has once entered the house, he may, after 
demand and refusal of admittance, break open any inner door 
that obstructs hb progress.* 

The next consideration is, what does the duty of the officer, 
or party making the arrest, require him to do, after he has made 
the arrest f TI)is duty seems to be clearly explained in the 
books ; when the officer has made the arrest, he is forthwith to 
bring the party to the justice, according to the import of the 
warrant If the time be unseasonable, as in the night ; or if there 
be danger of a rescue ; or if the party be ack, and not able at 
present to be brought, he may be secured in a house till the next 
day, or for a further time, if reasonable and necessary. And 
when the par^ is brought before the justice, by the officer, he is 
in law still in his custody, till the justice either discharge or bail 
him, or till he be actually committed to gaol by warrant from the 
justice.f And if the officer be guilty of unnecessary delay, in 
bringing die party arrested before die justice, it will be a breach 
of duty, both as it respects the party himself, who is entitled to a 
prompt discbarge, if innocent ; and as it respects the govern- 
ment, at whose expense he is unnecessarily detained in custody. 

It is said that when arrest has been made without warrant, the 

* 1 Chit C. L. 67 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 14, s. 8. f 2 Hale, 119. 
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constable may, in some cases, take the party's word for his ap- 
pearance before the magistrate; and that this is usually done 
where the charge is for an assault of a trifling nature, and the 
defendant is of good repute, and there is no probability of hb 
absconding. But if a constable, having arrested a party under a 
warrant ^saSkx him to go at large, upon his promise to surrender 
himself and find sureties ; the better opinion is that he can after- 
wards arrest him upon the same process ; because as the public 
are interested in the offender's being brought to justice, there can 
be no well founded objection to such second arrest. And if the 
party voluntarily return and put himself again under the custody 
of the officer, the officer may lawfully detain him> and bring him 
before the justice in pursuance of the warrant. Sergeant 
Hawkins, however, seems to express a doubt as to the power of 
the officer to make a second arrest upon a warrant against a party, 
whom he has once permitted to go out of his custody.^ But it 
is said to be certab, that if the escape be made without the con- 
sent of the officer, the defendant may be retaken as often as he 
ffies, upon fresh suit, although he were out of view, or had reach- 
ed another county or district.f 

K the warrant be to bring the party before the justice who 
issued it, then the officer is bound to bring him before the same jus- 
tice ; but if the warrant be to bring him before any justice, dien 
die power of election is vested in the officer, and not in the 
prisoner, and the officer may proceed to any magistrate who has 
jurisdiction within the county. J If the warrant be in itself de- 
fective, or if it be executed out of the jurisdiction, or the wrong 
person be taken under it, the party may legally resist the attempt 
to apprehend him ; and even third persons may lawfully interfere 
to oppose it, doing no more than is necessary for that purpose.^ 
But if, when a man is app^'ehended and in the custody of offi- 
cers of justice, a third person espouses his cause, and encourages 
the prisoner to resist, the officer may imprison the third person 
thus opposing the operation of justice. || 

* Hawk. b. 2, c 18, s 9 ; 1 Chit C. L. 60 ; Bac. Abr. Constable D. 

1 1 Chit C. L. 60 ; Dalt J. 169. 1 5 Co. 69, b. 1 ; Hale, 582. 

§ 1 East, P. C. 810, 825, 895 ; Fost. 812. || 1 Chit. C. L. 61 *, Peake's Rep. 89. 
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When there is a rescue, it is necessary ifaat the person making 
the rescue should have knowledge that th^ person he sets at lib- 
^ty has been apprehended for a criminal ofl»nce, if he be in the 
custody of a private person ; but if he be under the care of an 
officer, then he is to take notice of it at his peril.^ The mere 
prevention of the arrest of a person who has committed a fekmyi 
is only a misdemeanor^ but if the party be actually taken and 
then rescued, if the arrest be for felony, the rescuer is a fekm^ 
and if for a misdemeanor he is hable to the same punishment as 
if he had committed the wiginal oflkice. When the oflfender 
has escaped, or is rescued, the justice may grant a fresh warrant, 
reciting the former proceedings, and the escape or rescue, and 
direcling the apprehension of the o&ndenf And if in such 
case the justice's warrant should be obtained by unwanrantaUe 
practice, and even by perjury, yet the warrant will be legal ; for 
in cases wherein justices of the peace have jtuisdicdon^ die le* 
galily of the warrant will never depend upon the truth of the 
information whereon it is grounded.} 

When a party, accused of an office, is already in prison or in 
custody, in a civil action, he may be there charged criminally by 
leaving with the gaoler, or officer, in whose custody he may be, 
the warrant from the jusdce ; but such justice cannot take the 
prisoner out of the custody of the gaoler ; for the prisoner in 
such case can only be removed by habeas corpus. When the 
party in custody on a civil action is thus to be proceeded against 
in a criminal prosecution, the practice is, for the magistrate, be- 
fore whom the complaint is laid, to issue his warrant, and cause 
the same to be lodged with the keeper of the place of confine- 
ment, where the defendant is kept in prison. This officer, (and 
doubtless any other officer,) on the termination of the civil im- 
prisonment, takes the party before the justice of the peace, by 
whom he is examined, dischaiged, bailed, or committed, as on 
an original accusation. When the party is already in gaol on a 
criminal charge, and fuUy committed for trial, it is said not to be 

*1 Hale,e06; Hawk. b. 2, c 21. 1 1 Chit. C. L. 02; Fo0t ItS. 

I Fo8t 186, ante. 
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the English praetice to bring him fiom his 6fBt cuslodj before a 
magistrfttey on a subsequent chaise ;* but the examination of 
witnesses is taken as in ordinary cases, and a warrant of detainer 
is sent to the guAetj in whose custody he remainst But the 
correctness of this practice, here, may be reasonably doubted* 
Such an examination and the proceedings consequent thereoni 
may affect the innocence, personal character, and liberty of the 
party ; and cannot be legally had in his absence, before any tri- 
bunal, except that of a grand jury. There afqpears to be no 
legpd objectioD or other difficulty in taking such examination in 
the usual way, and in the presence of the party accused. It 
may usually be done in some convenient place near to, or in the 
afqportment of the prisoner, during which time the party will be 
in the actual and safe custody of the gaoler, whose prisoner he 
may be. If he should be ordered to be committed upon this 
second charge, be will be remanded ; and the process returned 
to the court before which he is to take his trial ; and the several 
o&nces for which they may stand committed will thus appear in 
the callendar of prisoners and their crimes ; and if the second 
oflfence be for a crime committed in another county, he may be 
sent there by habeas corpus for triaL 



CHAPTER IV. 



THS EXAMINATION AND T»IAL* 



We have seen that it is the duty of the officer to bring the par- 
ty accused within a reasonable time after the arrest, before the 
magistrate, that the case may be examined and the party proceed- 
ed with as the law may require.f It then becomes the duty of 
the magistrate to complete the examination of all concerned 
and to discharge, bail, or commit the individual charged, as soon 
as the nature of the case will permit ; but he is allowed a reason- 

* 1 Chit C. L. 64. t2Hale,120. 
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able time for this purpose, before he makes his final deciaon. 
How long, and m what manner a justice of the peace may detain 
a prisoner, after be is brought before him, and before he finally 
decides whether he will discharge him or hold him to appear and 
answer the charge either before himself, or m a court of higher 
jurisdiction, are questions of importance, and must be particularly 
attended to by acting magistrates. 

It was andendy adjudged in the case of Scavage and Tatchr 
am,* that a prisoner could not be detained for examination lon- 
ger than three days. And Hawkins explicitly states, that a jus- 
tice of the peace ought not to detain a prisoner by virtue of the 
statute of 2 & 3 Ph. and Mary, in order to examine him, any 
longer than is necessary for that purpose, and that three days is 
a reasonable time therefor.f The statute itself does not seem 
to require this limitadon of time ; for it is silent as to the time that 
may be allowed for the examination, and only prescribes that 
the examination Sz;c. shall be put in writing two days after it is 
taken. Lord Hale says, that the time of detainer must be rea- 
sonable ; but adds, that a justice cannot justify the detainer of 
such a person sixteen or eighteen days in order to such ex- 
amination.| It is said to be the practice m England at the 
present day, to commit fix)m three days to three dajrs, by writ- 
ten mittimus; tiiough when the prisoner is remanded for a 
single day, it may be done by parole.^ The true and correct 
course of duty, in these cases, appears to be pointed out by Mr. 
Chitty, which is, that the time forthefiill investigation of the 
case and final decision of the magistrate, should depend upon the 
circimistances of each case, and tiiat he ought not to be restricted 
to any particular .time, as a general rule. For either the priso- 
ner or the accuser may be unable to bring forward his evidence 
immediately ; and the compellmg of the magistrate to discharge 
or commit within a limited time, might be prejudicial to the pur- 
poses of justice. There is no authority quoted by Mr. Chitty 
for this rule of a justice's conduct ; but it is so evidentiy founded 
in the reason and nature of the procedure, that there seems no 

^ Cro. Eliz. 829. f Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, 8. 12. % 1 Hale, 685. 686. 

§lChitC.L.74. 
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danger b adopting it. In this, as in all other instances of a 
justice's official conduct^ if be be actuated by an impartial regard 
to the rights both of the goremment and the party accused, he 
will be eyentually justified. Notwithstanding the ancient opin- 
ions to the contrary, it is said to be the present practice in some 

■ _ 

of the best regulated police offices in England, to detain prisoners 
much more than twenty days, between the time of their being 
first brought before a justice and their commitment for trial, and to 
bring them up for ezaminadon several difierent days during the 
interval.* 

As to the manner in which the prisoner is to be detained and 
kept for examinationj it was formerly held that a magistrate 
ought not to detam such a prisoner, in his own house, but should 
send him to the common gaol of the county ; and the reason 
given for this is, that otherwise, when the justices come to deliver 
the gaol, be is not in the gaol, and may not be delivered, and 
therefore may be detained longer than is reasonable.f This rea- 
son seems to be unsatisfactory ; for it is to be presumed that the 
magistrate will complete the examination as soon as the circum- 
stances of the case, and his doty, will permit ; if this be done be- 
fofte the justices come to deliver the gaol, and the jusdce orders 
the prisoner to be committed for trial, he will in that case, as a 
matter of course, commit him to the county gaol, where the jus« 
tices, who come to deliver it, will find him. If the examination 
cannot be completed before the justices come for that purpose, 
the magistrate need not be compelled to proceed in the examin- 
atk>n on that account, before his duty and the circumstances of 
the prisoner require it. And no other inconvenience can result 
from allowing the ma^trate a reasonable time to complete his 
examination, than that the prisoner will be held to appear and 
answer, at a subsequent term of the court, in case the magistrate 
finally decides not to discharge him. And there may be cases, 
in which a magistrate would be extremely unwilling to commit a 
prisoner to the county gaol during the interval of his examination^ 
when he might be kept in safe custody, either in his own house 

* 1 Chit C. L. 78 ; Dick. J. Examination, 111. t ^ro, EUz. 880. 
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or elsewhere. It is probably for these reasons, that Lord Hale 
has laid down a different rule, viz. that because it may be unrea- 
sonable to take these examinations presently, or possibly it may 
take longer time, the prisoner may be continued in the custody of 
the officer, or may be detained in the justice's house, or commit- 
ted to some near safe place of custody, till the examinations can 
be taken.* And in another place he says, that the prisoner may 
be committed, by word of mouth, to a constable, to detain him 
in custody till the next day, if upon a reasonable occasion the 
justice cannot, at the return of the warrant, take the examina- 
tion.f 

If, when the party is brought before the justice, he finds that it 
is necessary to inquire further into the case before he dischai^es 
or commits him, he may from time to time verbally remand him 
into custody, and a written warrant or authority is not necessary ; 
but it is usual, when the party is detained for examination till an- 
other day, or for several days, to make out a written warrant for 
that purpose.]; This course is convenient, and generally liable 
to no objection, when the examination takes place in the town or 
vicinity where the county gaol is situated. But when the gaol is 
at an inconvenient distance from the place of examination, the 
prisoner may be ordered into and kept in the custody of the offi- 
cer, in any other safe and convenient place. The written war- 
rant, in cases of commitment for further examination, need not 
state the crime of which the party is accused ; for it is observed, 
that it may not always be safe or proper to let the peace officer 
know the crime for which he is detained.^ And after the magi^ 
trate has determined on committing the party, he may verbally 
authorize the officer to detain him till he can make out the mitti- 
mus. || 

By the late statute of Massachusetts, of 18^1, chap. 98, a 
very convenient and proper proviaon is made, by which justices 
of the peace are authorized to take the recognisance of a party 

* 2 Hale, 120. f 1 Hale, 586. 

X 1 Chit. C. L. 78. See the fonn of commitment for further examination, post. 
Part 2. 
§ Bac Abr. tit. Trespas, D. 3, || 1 Chit. C. L. 73 > 7 East, 68S. 
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for his appearance before such justices ybr jwriheT examination. 
This statute enacts, that '^ any justice of the peace, before whom 
any person is brought on a complaint for any crime, misdemean- 
or, or other offence, may take the recogoisance of such person, 
with surety or sureties, in a reasonable sum, for his appearance 
before said justice, for further examination at a foture time, not 
exceeding ten days ; " and by the second section of the statute 
it is further enacted, '* that if the person thus recognised shall not 
appear before said justice, at the time appointed for further 
examination, as set forth in the recognisance, it shall be the duty 
of said justice, to note his default upon the record, and certify 
the same recognisance with the record of the default in the per- 
formance of the condition thereof, to the Court of Common Pleas, 
that a scire facias may issue thereon, or an action of debt be 
brought for the recovery of the penalty." It will be the duty of 
justices of the peace in carrying this statute into effect, to observe 
all the directions and cautions, which are hereafter recommend- 
ed, as to taking recognisances for the appearance of parties at 
court, both as it respects the amount of the penalty of the recog- 
nisance taken for the appearance of the party for further examin- 
ation, and as to the sufficiency of the sureties in point of prop- 
erty ; otherwise this statute may furnish a very convenient mode 
of escape or avoidance to the criminal. 

The magistrate, having authority to examine into the nature 
and circumstances of a criminal charge against an offender, has 
also a power as incident to his authority, to bring before him all 
persons who appear from the oath of the complainant, or from the 
magistrate's own knowledge, to be material witnesses for the 
prosecution ; and for this purpose may issue his summons, direct- 
ed to a proper officer, requiring him to cause such witnesses to 
come before him, and give evidence ; or he may (which is the 
usual course) insert an order to summon the witnesses, naming 
each of them, at the conclusion of the warrant against the party 
to be arrested.* And upon the reasonable request of the defend- 
ant, the magistrate has a similar power to bring before him any 
witnesses, whose testimony may be material on his behalf.f 

* See form, po8t. Part 2d. t Mass. Laws, 1788, ch. 61. 
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But by the statQte of MaflMohuBetts, 179I9 chap. 53, sec. 6, 
<' no justice of the peace shaH hereafter have power to issue sun^ 
mouses for witoesaes to appear at way court, or before any justice 
of the peace, except on complaint brou^t before himself, to gi?e 
evidence on behalf of the commonwealth upon any criminal suit, 
unless it be by the request of the attorney general, or person 
acting as state's attorney in the county where such justice dwells ; 
end no wimess, summoned without such request, shall be aUowed 
any pay for his. travel and attendance. And when any jualioe oi 
the peace shall issue any summons at the request of the party 
prosecuted, it shall be so expressed in the- summons ; and the 
witness shall therein be required to appear and give evidence, 
upon condition such person prosecuted, pays him his legal fees, 
but not otherwise/' It is the practice in the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts for the counsel of prisoners, diarged with a ec^ 
to2 offencCf to move the court for a summons to issue for the 
prisoner's witnesses, which is always granted, and ordered to be 
served at the expense of the state ; and the legal fees of such 
witnesses are also paid by the government* 

When the accused party, and the witnesses to be examined, 
are duly brought before the magistrate, he is to proceed to ex-* 
amine them, and decide thereon, whether the party shall be dis- 
charged, or held for further examination, or committed, or bailed. 
This constitutes one of the most important duties of the magis- 
trate, and is a power which may be abused and prostituted to 
base and unlawful purposes, or exercised for the necessary pro* 
tection of the innocent, and for the great purposes of public jus- 
tice. This duty ought therefore to be well explained and uoder^ 
stood. 

The conviction and punishment of the guilty, very often de- 
pend upon the manner in which this duty is discharged by the 
magistrate. In some instances the confession of the party has 
been permitted to be erroneously obtained, or extorted ; in otb* 
ers, compromises and compounding of the offence, and the sup- 
pression of the prosecution have been permitted or connived at; 
and many times the accused have been committed or held to 
bail, when it might have appeared from a thorough investigation. 
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that there was no probable cause for the aocusatioD. And it is 
apprehended that die pracUce, as to the mode of examining the 
witnesses, and of the defendant, is not only not uniform, but in 
many instances erroneous, or not warranted by law, and the just 
rights of the parties. 

In England the exambation of the accuser, witnesses, and 
prisoner, in cases of felony and manslaughter, is principally regu<- 
lated by the statutes of 1 b 2, and2 & 3 Ph. b Mary. The 
provirions of these statutes have not bemi adopted in practice in 
this state. In cases of misdemeanor, they have no application ; 
that is, examinations of witnesses, taken in writing as these stat- 
utes direct, cannot in any case, without the consent of the defend- 
ant, be given in evidence on an indictment for a misdemeancMr.* 
One of the objects in passing these statutes was to enable the 
court and jury, before whom the prisoner was tried, to see wheth- 
er the witnesses at the trial are consistent with the account given 
by them before the committing magbtratcf And for that pur- 
pose they enact, that the examination of the prisoner, and infor- 
mation of the witnesses, shall be put in writing by the magistrate, 
and certified and sent up to the court before whom the prisoner 
is to be tried. It was necessary for a justice, when proceeding 
under the authority of these statutes, to attend with the most 
scrupulous exactness to their directions ; for if their examinadons 
were attended with the least informal!^, they could not be ad- 
mitted in evidence, (as they might have been if taken correcdy,) 
and received no additional sanction from the statutes under which 
they were taken«| As it respects the prisoner, the operation of 
these statutes depends entirely upon his will and consent; for, 
although they authorize an examination, they are not compulsory 
on the prisoner ; and, as it will presendy appear, there is no 
mode of extorting a confession, or otherwise obtaining any state- 
ment from him, which is not perfecdy voluntary. Indeed this 
examination has been considered rather as a privilege m favor 
of the party accused, affi)rded by law for the benefit of an inno- 

* 1 Chit. C. L. and cases there cited. f 2 Leach, 558. 

X 1 Leach, 501, 602 ; 2 Leach, 561 ; 1 Chit C. L. 77. 
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cent man, who may by this opportuniQr have it in his power to 
clear himself from suspicion.'' 

The complamant and his witnesses must be ready to con- 
front the prisoner, on the examination ; in whose presence the 
evidence must always be given. By the declaration of rights in 
the constitution of Massachusetts, '^ every subject shall have a 
right to meet the witnesses against him face to face/'f In those 
states where it may be the practice to take the examination of the 
witnesses and prisoner in writing, it may be advisable for the ma« 
gistrate to hear their narrative, before he reduces it to writing ; 
by which means he will be able to ascertain all the circumstances 
of the case, and perhaps to discover, by the manner of the par- 
ties, whether they are speaking truth, or combining in the asser- 
tion of falsehood. The complainant and his witnesses are then 
to be sworn ; if Christians, either on the Evangelists, or by hold- 
ing up the right hand, according to the custom and usage of the 
state in which the examination is bad. If they are Jews, they 
may, if they require it, be sworn upon the Old Testament ; and 
if of any other faith or religion, according to the ceremonies 
which it prescribes.;]; An oath is not required of Quakers, and 
others, who decline taking an oath on account of their religious 
scruples.^ To these an affirmation is admmistered, in which the 
ceremony of holding up the hand is dispensed with. If the party 
is to be sworn upon the Evangelists, he is required to kiss the 
book, usually the New Testament, which supposes him to be a 
Christian. When the testimony of those who are not Christians 
is required, die law allows and sanctions those forms and ceremo- 
nies to be used, which are peculiar to their religion, and conse- 
quently most binding upon their consciences. Therefore Ma- 
hometans are sworn on the Alcoran, and all others according to 
the ceremony of their religion. || But if they consent to be sworn 
according to the usage and ceremony in our courts, the oath is 
equaUy bmdiug upon them, as if sworn according to the cere- 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 84. 1 12th article. 

t Statute 1810, chap. 128 ; ante, p. 12. § Statute 1824, chap. 9. 

II Phil. Evid. 19 ; 1 Atk. 21 ; where the ceremony of administering an oath 
to a Gentoo is stated i ante, p. 18. 
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monial of their own religion.''^ The form in use in this state is 
as follows, ^' You swear (or affirm) that the evidence you shall 
give in the case now in hearing, shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God." When an 
affirmation is administered, the word " swear " is omitted, and 
the words " you declare and affirm " are used, and the conclu- 
sion of the oath, '^ so help you God,'' is omitted, and these words 
are substituted ; '^ and this you do under the pains and penalties 
of peijury." An oath or affirmation, in some form or other, is 
absolutely necessary. In England the affirmation of a Quaker 
in criminal cases is not admissible.f 

When the witnesses are thus sworn, the justice, in those states 
where the practice requires it, reduces the examination of each 
of them to writing, in a plain, intelligible manner, and, as nearly 
as possible, in the language in which the narration is delivered. 
All the facts and circumstances are to be inserted, which are ne- 
cessary to prove the felony; and if this be properly done, 
though the commitment should be informal, the prisoner will not 
be discharged on the ground of any defect in the mittimus. | In 
Massachusetts, it is not the usual practice to take the testimony 
of the complainant and witnesses in writing. It is sometimes done 
in capital cases, and in other cases in which a particular interest 
is taken or excited ; but such written testimony is not made use 
of on the trial, unless by the consent of the prisoner ; though it 
undoubtedly may be, to contradict or impeach the testimony of a 
witness when it materially varies, or is repugnant to what he swore 
to before the magistrate. 

It is a general rule, that all persons may be witnesses before a 
magistrate, who have the use of their reason, and have such re- 
ligious belief as to feel the obligations of an oath ; unless they are 
disqualified by interest, or have been convicted of an infamous 
crime.^ A magistrate ought not to admit the testimony of any 
person in a criminal prosecution before him, who has not a com- 

* Pr. Jackson J. in a case at nisi pruis ; Mass. stat. 1797, c. 85, s. 10. 
t 1 Chit C. L. 78 ; PhQ. Evi. 19, 20. 

X 8 East, 157 ; 1 Cliit C. L. 78, post, Part 2, form of taking examinations. 
§ Ante, p. 12. 



64 EXAMINATION AND TRIAL. 

petent share of reason to know the nature of an oath, and under- 
stand its moral obligations ; such as very young children ; per- 
sons insane ; idiots or lunatics, unless in their lucid intenrak }* 
nor of atheists, who profess no religion at aU, which can bind their 
consciences to speak the truth ; nor of persons rendered infa- 
mous by the conviction of certain crimes, such as felony, peijury, 
forgeiy, conspiracy, and such other ofiences of the same nature, as 
necessarily imply falsehood. There is no disqualification on the 
ground of relationship, except that of husband and ^fe. But 
other near relationship may induce such a suspicicm of partiality, 
as gready to lessen the weight of the evidence of him who may 
deliver ]t.f A untness may be eompetent^ who is not credible ; 
and in such case a magistrate is to judge, like the jury on a trial, 
how far the witness is to be credited.} The nice shades of dis- 
tinction, as to the degree of belief, are matters of fact to be judged 
of by the justice, as they are by a jury, and are infinitely too 
subtile and numerous to become the objects of general inquiry.^ 

Inability to understand the meaning of an oath, by infancy or 
defect of understandmg, renders a witness incompetent. A per- 
son insane, cannot be admitted to be sworn while he is in that 
condition ; but he may, (if he sufficiently recover the use of his 
understanding,) in a lucid mterval.|| A person bom deaf and 
dumb, is not on that account incompetent ; but if be have suffi- 
cient understanding, may give evidence by signs, with the assist- 
ance of an interpreter. IT A case in the Supreme Court of Mas- 
sachusetts is recollected, where the defendant was deaf and 
dumb, and was indicted and convicted of a felony ; the indict- 
ment, as it was read to him, was interpreted by a person ^th 
whom he had been in the habit of conversing by signs ; his plea 
of not guilty was recorded, the nature of which also was inter- 
preted to him ; and all the necessary communicadons to him 
during his trial, were satisfactorily made in the same manner. 

Children, who are not able to understand the moral obligations 
of an oath, cannot be examined as witnesses before a magistrate* 

* Phil. Ev. 14, 17, 22, and die authorities there died. f 2 Hale, 276. 

X 1 Burr. 417. § 2 Hale, 277, 278. || 2 Hale, 278 ; Phil. £v. 14. 

T Phil. £y. 14; 1 Leach, C. L. 455, Ruston's case. 
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There seems to be no precise age fixed, at which infants are 
excluded from being witnesses ; though formerly it was a gene- 
ral rule, that none could be admitted under the age of nine 
years.* A more reasonable rule has since been adopted ; and 
the admissibility of children is now regulated, not by their age, 
but by their apparent sense and understanding* In a case of as^ 
saulting an infant of five years of age, with intent to^ ravish her, 
it was agreed by all the judges, that children of any age might 
be examined on oath, if capable of distinguishing between gopd 
and evil ; but that they cannot be examined in any case without 
oath.f This is said to be now the established rule in all cases, 
criminal as well as civil. In a trial for a rape in the Supreme 
Court of Massachusetts, a boy under nine years of age, who was 
present when the crime was committed, was admitted as a wit- 
ness, after due examination by the court as to the degree of his 
vnderstanding ; it appearing to the court, that he possessed a suf- 
ficient sense of the wickedness and danger of false swearing.^ 

In a case in Pennsylvania, it was said by Mc Keen C. J., that 
it was a settled point at common law, that a slave could not be a 
witness, because of the unbounded influence of his master over 
him, which was at least equal to duress ; and that it would be 
diflScult to administer an oath to a slave, for want of knowing any 
religion he professed.<^ By a statute of New York, no slave can 
be a witness in any case, except for or against another slave in 
criminal cases. Sess. 36, c. 88, s. 19, 2 R. L. 207. But a free 
black man is a competent witness to prove facts, which may have 
happened while he was a slave. || 

The credit of a witness, which is greatly impaired by h!s age, 
is to be judged of by the justice or jury, from the manner of his 
testifying, and other circumstances. IT And it seems reasonable 
to add, that when persons, from their great age and infirmity, are 
reduced to second childhood, the same rules should be adopted 
respecting their competency as witnesses, as are applied to infants. 

* PM. Ev. 14, and cases in East P. C. 442. 

1 1 East P. C. 443, 444 ; 1 Leach. Cr. C. 28X 1 10 M. R. 225. 

§ 4 DaU. 145. n. 1. H ^ Johns, Rep. 508. 

IT 10 M. R. 225, Hutchinson's case. 
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Witnesses are alto incompeCent bom defect of rei^ious prin- 
ciple. Our law, like that of most other civilized countrieSy re* 
qures a witness to believe that there is a God, and a future 
state of reward and punishment ; and that, by taking an oath, he 
imprecates divine vengeance upon himself, if his testimony shall 
be false** Atheists, and such mfidels as profess not any rdi- 
gion, that can bind their ooosciences to spedk the truth, are ex- 
cluded from bemg witnesses. The iwfidebf who were anciently 
excluded from bebg vntnesses, comprehended Jews, as well as 
heathens, and those who believed neither the Old nor the New 
Testament.f But a di&rent and more liberal c^inion now pre- 
vails. In the time of Lord Hardwick it was solemnly decided, that 
the testimony of witnesses professmg the Gentoo religion, who had 
been sworn according to the ceremonies of their religion ought 
to be admitted*! Lord Hale also strongly pomts out the lu* 
reasonableness of excluding indiscriminately, all heathens from 
giving evidence, as well as the inconsistency of compelling them 
to swear in a form which they may not consider binding.^ And 
it now may be considered as an established rule, that infidels of 
any other country, who believe in a God, the avenger of ialae- 
hood, ought to be received here as witnesses.1 

It has been dedded in the state of Connecticut, that every 
person who does not believe in the obligations of an oath, or any 
accountability for hb conduct after death, is by law excluded 
from being a witness* And that every person who believes in the 
obligation of an oath, whatever be his religious creed, whether 
Christian, Mahometan, or Pagan, or whether he disbelieves them 
all, is an admissible witness ; and may testify in a court of jus- 
tice, being sworn according to that form of oath which he holds 
obligatory. II For the purpose of trying the competency of a 
witness, when objected to upon the ground of a defect of reli- 
gious principle, the proper question is, not as to his particular 



• PhU. Eyid. 16; Leach, Cr. C. 482 ; 1 Atk. Rep. 19, 48. 
t Co. Lit. 6. b ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 46, 8. 148. 
t Phn.£y. 17; 1 Atk. 21 ; 1 Wib. 84, S. C. § 2 Hale,279. 

II 4 Day, 61 ; Swift's £v. 48. See his excellent remarki uix>a this case in his 
Law of Evidence. 
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epioioDS, bat whether he believes in the existence of a God, and 
a future state.* But it has been resolved by the judges in Eng- 
land, not to permit adult witnesses to be interrogated respecting 
their belief of the Deity, and a future state* It is probably more, 
eonducive to thie course ot justice, that this should be presumed, 
tin the contrary is proved.f 

Another cause of the incompetency of witnesses proceeds 
from the conviction of certain crimes, or from infamy of charac- 
ter. There are several offences which the law considers such 
Memishes on the moral character, as to incapadtate fron) giving 
evidence in a court of justice ; such a treason, felony, forgery, 
perjury, subornation of perjury, conspiracy, and other offences of 
the same kind, necessarily implying falsehood.| As convicts in 
such offinces cannot be witnesses, they cannot make affidavits to 
support a charge against others ; but to exculpate, or defend t^lem- 
sdvesj their affidavits have been allowed ; and on the same princi- 
ple die affirmations of Quakers are admitted in their own defence 
on a criminal charge, although in England it is not admitted in 
criminal prosecutbns against odiers.^ It is not the punishment, as 
jbrmeiiy thought, but the nature of the offence, wUch causes the 
infamy and creates the disability. || It was so decided expressly 
by the whole court, in the case Peadock v. Mackender.lT Upon 
this principle, it is no objection against the competency of a wit- 
ness, that he has suflbred an infamous punishment for a crime 
which is not infamous in its nature, as £» a libel or a riot ; he is 
not bcompetent unless he has sufiered for the crimen falsi; that 
is, for some of the crimes above enumerated, and which necessa- 
rily imply falsehood ; for it is the crime, not the punishment, that 
incapacitates.** And on the odier hand, after judgment for any 
of those crimes which do incapacitate, he is not competent, though 
the punishment may have been only a fine.f f 

* Peake's N. P 11. f 3 BL Com. 869, note by Chxistiaii. 

t Pha. £y. 21, 22. §PhU.Ey.28; 2Sa]k.461; 2Str. 1148. 

II PhiL Ey. 28. HZ Wils. 18. 

** Flifl. Ev. 28 ; and the cases there cited. ft I^- 
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The common rule and tbe common language is, that a convic' 
turn makes the witness incompetent; but it is not conviction 
alone that incapacitates. The judgment therefore, as well as the 
conviction must be proved ; and can only be proved by the rec- 
ord. £ven the admission of the witness himself, that he has had 
judgment against him for larceny, or other crime which would 
incapacitate him, will not make him incompetent; but such ad- 
mission may be given in evidence to efiect his credibOity.* 

There is but one mode now in use, of restoring the competen- 
cy of a witnesss ; and that is by pardon under the great seal of 
the state. The ancient mode of restoring dompetency by pur^ 
gationy and that which succeeded it, burning in the hand, as it 
was provided and directed by certain ancient English statutes, 
seems to us at this day, a ridiculous compound of superstition 
and cruelty. Nothing can be more judicious or salutary than the 
provisions of our constitutions, which place this power in the 
hands of the supreme executive of the state ; which, when fiiUy 
exercised, is an effectual mode of restoring the competency of a 
witness. It must be fiiUy exercised to produce this effect. For 
if the punishment only be pardoned or remitted, it will not re- 
store die competency, and does not remove the blemish of char- 
acter.f . There musf be a full and free pardon of the offeneey 
before these can be restored and removed. And when this is 
done, it is now setded, that even after conviction, it not only takes 
off every part of the punishment, but also clears the subject of 
it, from the legal disabilities of infamy, and all other consequen- 
ces of the crime ; it makes the witness a new creature, and gives 
faim a new capacity.^ And it is highly expedient that a pardon 
should be allowed to produce this efiect ; otherwise a person once 
convicted, would be stigmatised for life, though in the opinion of 
mankind bis character may have been completely retrieved.^ 

« PUl. Ey. 74; 8 £ut, 79; 11 East, 309. 

} Tliis optpion is believed to be correct, notwithstanding it Lb laid down in the 
baoks« thut if the punishment of the burning of the hand be remitted, it has <he 
0ame eifeet as a pardon* PhU. £v. ^7 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 87, s. 49, 

X PfaU. £▼. 27 ; 10 Johns. R. 282. 

§ In the case of the Commonwealth v. Green, it has been recenUy decided^ 
Ibftt a conviction of larceny in New-Tork does not disqualify a witness from 
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When the disability is declared by law to be a part of the 
punishment, a pardon, it is said, will not make the witness com- 

I petent.* And if the pardon be conditional, the performance of 

the condition ought to be shown ; for on that depends all its effi- 
cacy.f A knowledge of the law upon the subject of the pre* 
ceding remarks, relative to the competency [of witnesses (whicb 
are principally ^ven in the language of the several authors quot- 
ed), is very important to all ma^strates for this reason ; that in- 
all trials, examinations, and proceedings, before them, they are- 

i equally applicable and binding, as in the higher courts. To these 

remarks, it may be added, that in all criminal trials and proceed- 
ings before a justice of the peace, it is the right of the psity ac- 
cused, and of the prosecutor, to have the witnesses separated du- 
ring the time of the examination, and their testimony given in 

I the absence of each other. This is the constant practice in the 

higher courts.^ 

It is now. proper to consider the duty of magbtrates m obtain- 
ing the evidence of accomplices. They ought to be well in- 
structed in their duty in this respect ; otherwise they may be the 
means of great injustice both to the government, and the party 
who may expect favor from this source. 

The engagement of a jusdce of the peace to an accomplice, 

k that if he will give his evidence he may expect favor, is merely a 

personal engagement on his part, that he will recommend the 
accomplice to mercy ; for a justice of the peace has no authori- 
tj to promise him any favor, or to tell him that he shall be a 
witness against others. A justice of the peace has no authority 
to select whom he pleases to pardon or prosecute ; and the 
prosecutor has less power, or rather pretence, to do this, than the 
justice.1 Whatever promises or engagements a justice may 
make with an accomplice, and however punctually or faithfully 
the accomplice may comply with the conditions upon which such 
promises may h^ve been made, he cannot avail himself of them 



testifying ia the courts of this state. See the learned and elabonte opinion of 
Parker C. J. in that case, 17 M. R. 514. 

* Phil. Ev. 27, and cases there cited ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 46, s. 112. 

t Hawk. b. 1, c. 87, s. 46. X^ Chit C. L. 88; 1 Leach, C. L, 116. 
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onhifltriiL Th^ may oprnte as an equiiaUe daim upon the 
govemmeDt for a pardoD, or a postpoDement of bis triaL And 
OQ tbis account, the greatest caution and judgment ought to be 
used by justices of the peace upon these oooasions. The power 
assumed by them of admitting accomplices to be witnesses, is 
founded in practice only, and does not cootrd, and in many casea 
<Migbt not to influence, the authority of the court by wfaicb die 
accomplice is liable to be tried* The accomplice, dierefore, 
may be deceived and drawn in, under the color and pr^ence of 
judicial authority and power of protection, to discbse what he is 
not bound to discover, and thus make himself the deluded in- 
strument of his own conviction.* The benefit of the accom- 
iplice is, in fact, nothing more than a mete hope that he may 
be exonerated from punidunent ; but in this hope, he may be 
deceived and disappointed ; and when that is the case, he 
has not, in reality, any grounds to complain of a breach of pub- 
lic faith, as sometimes happens to be the case. Tbere can be 
no breach of public faith when it is pledged without competent 
aodiori^. Tike conrect practice is in conformity to these prin^ 
ciples ; for no justice would probably take the responsibility of 
releasing an accomplice who oSers to give evidence against his 
associates ; but commit bim for trial, wd leave the event to the 
decisioB and control of the court before whom he is liable to be 
tried.f In some cases, when an accomplice offers to tesdfy 
against his associates, and more especially when he ofifecs to poisft 
out the place where the evidence of the guilt of his associates 
may be discovered (as by discoverbg the places where stolen 
goods, or counterfeit bank notes are deposited), it may be safe 
and advisable for the justice to inform him, that if he conducts 
fairly in every respect, and discloses the whole trtdh, concemmg 
the guilt of himaelf and associates, his punishment may be miti- 
gated, and perhaps he may obtain a pardon ; but he ought to in- 
form him at the same time, that he has no poWer or right to 
promise, or make any engagement with him to that efiect ; and 
furdier, that his confession, testimony, and disclosure, must not 

• Cowper, 881. 1 1 Chit ch. 88. 
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onljr be perfiscdy folaiitaiyy but that it must be feand to be strict'* 
ly according to the truth* The magistrate abodd abo recdlect, 
that the credibilitf of these accomplices, when made witnesses, 
is always doubtful, suspicious, and liable to be impeached ; and 
that their testimony, unless fully corroborated by other evidence, 
is of very litde^ ^Hd generally of no weight or vahie in the prose- 
cution. Such testimony would never have been admitted, but 
from a principle of public policy and necessity ; without which it 
is sometimes impdsnble to detect many crimes the most detri- 
mental to socie^.* 

The old doctrine of approvement, which is now grown obso- 
lete, is not particularly stated here ; for though the practice of 
admitting accomplices to give evidence against their associates, 
has been adopted from analogy to that ancient practice, the power 
to admit or refuse a person to be an approver, which was always 
to the discretion of the court, could not, it is presumed, have 
extended to justices of the peace. 

The examinatbn of the prisoner, his answer to the charge 
against him before the mi^strate, and the magistrate's duty in 
this fespect, are now to be explained. And as on the one hand, 
freat ttouUe and expense to the government may be saved, when 
a prisoner is ready and willmg to make a free and voluntary con- 
fession of his guilt when brought before the magistrate ; and cm 
the other, great injustice may be done to him, when be is flatter^ 
ed or improvidently advised to make this confession, a careful 
and judicious course of conduct, in the discharge of ibis duty, is 
of great public importance. 

In this state, the simple and usual course is, when the prisoner 
is brought beSwe the magistrate, to read the complaint to Urn, 
and adk him whether he is guilty or not guilt. In those cases 
wUcfa are withm the juriscfiction of a justice, this course is neces- 
sary. But in those cases where the prisoner is not to be tried 
by the justice^ but is brought before him, either to be bailed or 
committed for a crime not cognizable by the justice, it has been 
doubted whether tlie justice ought to require the prisoner to 
make any answer to the complaint or charge ; and some have 

• Pha. Ev. 28. 
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said lliat he can regularly do no more than ezamme the whneqpes 
to prove the truth or probable grounds of the chargey and there* 
upon either discharge, bail, or commit the oflfender. No de- 
cisions or authorities are recollected, upon which this doubt can 
be founded. And when the justice performs his duty to the 
prisoner by mforming him diat he is not bound to accuse himself 
or confess his guilt, no danger or injustice can result from the 
practice. The caution, and even delicacy, made use oSf in this 
country, towards persons accused and on trial for criminal of- 
fences, is carried to a great degree of refinement. It is a lauda- 
ble practice ; but it may be, and has been, extended beyond the 
bounds which the strictest regard to the rights of the party re- 
quires. Whenever, therefore, a man is brought before a magis- 
trate upon a criminal charge, of whatever nature it may be, there 
can be no reasonable objection, or indeUcacy, in asking him 
whether he is guilty or not guilty of it* 

When the party is brought before the magistrate, he ought to 
be cautioned, that he is not bound either to accuse himself, or 
confess his guilt ; and that any confession or admission of that 
nature may be produced in evidence against him on his trial.* 
And at all events, no improper influence, either by threats or 
promises, ought to be employed ; for however slight the induce- 
ment may have been, a confession so obtained cannot be receiv- 
ed in evidence.f The justice should also be upon his guard 
against confessions uttered by collusion ; as was the case where 
two brothers committed a robbery and fled ; the younger broth- 
er, who was innocent, in order to favor their escape, when ex- 
ammed, dropped hints amounting to a construcdve admission of 
his guilt ; on this he was committed to prison, and the pursuit of 
his brothers was discontinued. On his trial he proved an oZtfrt, 
and obtained an easy acquittal ; and in the mean time the actual 
felons escaped with their plunder.]; 

If, however, by means of a confession unduly obtained, other 
facts are brought to light, they may be proved against the party, 

• 1 Chit C. L. 86. 
. t P^- £▼• 50, 1, 2 ; 2 Hale, 284 ; 1 Leach, 268, 291, 386. 
1 1 Chit. 86, 86 ; Dick. J. Examination, 111. 
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though the <3onfessipn itself is inadmissible.* Another caution, 
which it is the duty of a magistrate to make use of, when in his 
power, is, to prevent the prosecutor and the officers who may 
have the party in custody, from any attempts to obtain a confes- 
sion of his guilt. Both officers and prosecutors are apt to be 
extremely officious in this way, and many evils both to the public 
and to individuals have resulted from it. If the slightest influ- 
ence is made use of for this purpose, and a confession thereby 
obtained, such confession is not only of no validity, but all subse- 
quent confessions, however free and voluntary, whether before 
the magistrate or any other person, are inadmissible on the trial 
of the party. In the case of the Commonwealth v. Thomas 
Bullough &; al. for burglary, the officers and others .who had the 
prisoners in custody previous to their examination, made them 
certain promises and held out to them certain inducements to 
confess their guilt. Whereupon one of them did confess it ; and 
stated all the circumstances of committing the burglary. When 
he was afterwards examined before the committing magistrate, 
he again made a confession of his guilt to him. The magistrate, 
before he made a record of this confession, very properly ex- 
plained to him the consequences of his confession — that he was 
not bound to make it; that he ought not to make it if he was 
innocent, and that if he did, it would be given in evidence against 
him on his trial, and that it might cost him his life. Notwith- 
standing' all these precautions and humane suggestions on the 
part of the justice, the prisoner still persisted in the confession. 
But the court rejected the "Evidence of the confession, on the 
ground, that it might not have been made, had not the first con- 
fession been improperly obtained ; and the prisoner was acquit- 
ted. It appeai'ed also in that case, that the prisoner, after he 
was fully committed for trial, drew up a written confession in his 
own hand writing, and delivered it to the keeper of the prison. 
This confession was also offered in evidence, but rejected by the 
court, for the reasons above stated. Perhaps there has been no 
case, where the humane principle in favor of the accused party, 

* 1 Chit 85, 86 ; Dick. J. ExamioatioD, 111. 
10 
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has been carried so far. And it is a strong proof of the necessi- 
ty, on the part of magistrates, of preventing das kind of inter- 
ference, as far as possible, bj officious and misguided officers 
and individuals. The case above alluded to has not been re- 
ported. 

The mode of obtaining these confessions receives additional 
importance bom die circumstance, that a free and voluntary con- 
fessioQ of a person accused of an oflfence, vrhether made before 
be b arrested or after, whether on a judicial examination, or af- 
ter commitment, whether reduced to writing or not, and made 
at any time or place, provided it be voluntary, is strong evidence 
against him, and if satisfactorily proved, sufficient to convict 
without any corroborating circumstances.^ It is the practice in 
this state, for the court to decide upon the fact^ whether the con- 
fession was improperly obtained or not ; and if they decide that 
it was, the evidence of the confession is declared to be incom- 
petent, and the confession is rejected upon that ground. In 
Vermont the confession of a person on trial for a crime, must be 
submitted to a jury. If extorted by personal suffering, it ought 
not to weigh in the least ; if produced by fear or flattery, the 
jury must determine whether it is true or not ; and if tmsup- 
ported by corroborating circumstances, it cannot operate to con- 
vict f 

Where it is the practice for the justice to take the examina- 
tion of the prisoner in writing, the following directions are to be 
deserved. The examination of the prisoner ought not to be 
taken upon oath, and when thus taken it has been rejected.} 
The reason of diis is, that the examination must be eiitirely volun- 
tary, and therefore the prisoner must never be required to swear 
to it. But it must be taken in writing, accordbg to the English 
statutes; and must be returned to the court. But if not taken 
in writing, parol evidence of the prisoner's declaration is ad- 
missible* The signature of the prisoner^ though it is advisable 

* PbU. Ev. 80 ; 1 Leach, Cr. C. 849. f 2 Tyler's Rep. 377. 

X 1 Chit. C. L 86 ; 1 Hale, 585 ; Bac. Abr. Evidence L, and other authorities 
there cited. 
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to obcain it, is not essentiaDy requisite.* It is competent, how- 
ever, for the prisoner to retract his admission of guilt before the 
magistrate, so as to prevent his examination irom being read in 
evidence against him under the statute of 2 b 3 Ph. b Mary. 
But stiU the previous admission may be given in evidence, inde- 
pendently of the statute, as a confession of the offisnce.f If 
there be more than one person accused, it is of importance that 
aU of them should be examined apart, thatanopportunity may be 
aflbrded of detectii^ any variations in their story. 

If, pendbg the examination, the prisoner or any other person 
insult the magistrate, be may be committed, as this is an indicta- 
ble offence; and without this power no court could exist.) 
Such commitment, however^ cannot be to detain the party till he 
retract, or make personal submission for the offence ; but must 
be till he be discharged according to due course of law.^ The 
examinations thus taken should be attached to the complaint and 
process, in the order in which they are taken, and remain in 
the hands of the magistrate, until they can be transmitted to the 
clerk's office of the court to which they are returnable, which 
ought always to be done in such season, as that they may be 
delivered to the public prosecutor on the morning of the first day 
of the session ; or when convenient they may be delivered into 
the hands of the public prosecutor himself. 

If upon the examination of the whole matter, it manifestly 
appears, either that no crime was committed by any person, or 
that the suspicion entertained against the prisoner was wholly 
groundless, it is lawful for the magistrate to discharge him.|| But 
if there be an express charge of felony on oath, against the 
prisoner, though his guilt appear doubtful, the justice cannot dis- 
charge him, but must bail or commit, according to the circum- 
stances of the case. And it is said, that if a person be killed by 
another, though it be by misadventure, or in self-defence, which 
is not felony, but excusable homicide, yet the justice ought not to 

* 2 Leach, Cr. C. 552, 687. f 2 Leach, Cr. C. 552. 

1 1 Str. 421 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 88. See form of mittimw, post, Part 2. 

§14 East, 142; 1 Chit C. L. 88. 

|i4Bl. Com. 286; Hawk. b. 2, c 15, s. 1 ; 1 Hale, 588; 2 Hale, 121. 
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discharge him, for he must undergo his trial.* And in modem 
practice, though exculpatory evidence is received at the instance 
of the prisoner, yet unless it appear in the clearest manner that 
the charge is malicious as well as groundless, it is not usual jfor 
the magistrate to discharge him, even when he believes him to 
be innocent.f The inconvenience to the par^ charged in such 
case, will be but temporary ; since the Supreme Judicial Court, 
or any judge thereof in time of vacation, may admit any person 
to bail, at their discretion, for any crime whatever, when the cir- 
cumstances of the case shall appear to require it ; persons com- 
mitted by the governor and counsel or either branch of the leg- 
islature, for the causes mentioned in the constitution, always ex- 
cepted4 And though cases may sometimes happen, in which 
it would be extremely hard to confine a man in prison, though 
accused of the greatest ofi^nce, yet it would greatly tend to 
elude the public justice, were bail to be commonly allowed for 
such enormous crimes. { 



The duty of a justice on the tried of an issue for oflfences 
within his jurisdiction, will now be stated. This subject has been 
in some degree anticipated, in the preceding part of this chapter. 
The course of proceedings there pointed out, relative to the pow-, 
er of the justice to detain the party for further examination ; the 
manner of keeping and of recognising him for that purpose ; the 
mode of examining the witnesses, and the parQr ; the competency 
of witnesses and manner of summoning them ; the mode of pro- 
ceeding with accomplices ; the power of the justice to punish 
contempt of his authority ; and of discharging the prisoner when 
there is no sufficient evidence to proceed against him, are appli- 
cable to, and may be properly adopted upon the trial of the party. 

The following are the offences intmsted to the jurisdiction of 
a justice of the peace by the statutes of this commonwealth. J. 
Assaults and batteries which are not of a high and aggravated 
nature.^ 2. Larcenies, where the property stolen does not ex-« 

• 2 Hale, 121 ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 2. f 1 Chit. C. L. 9. 

X 4 Bl. Com. 295 ; Mass. Statute 1784, chap. 72, & 1812, diap. 80, 

^ Statute 1794, chap. 26. 
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ceed the value of five dollars.* 3. The several ounces against 
the statute providing for the due observation of the Sabbath.f 
4. Q&nces against the statute to prevent profane cursing and 
swearing. { There are several other offences, of which a justice 
of the peace may take a kind of partial cognizance, not strictly 
judicial. He may take the confession of a female, as directed in 
the proviso of the first section of the statute for the punishment 
of fornication.^ He may cause servants and apprentices, bound 
by deed, who abscond from the service of their masters, to be 
apprehended, returned to their masters, or committed to prison, 
in pursuance of the statute of the 28th of Febuary 1795.|| 
There is a similar provision in the laws of the United States, 
respecting fugitive slaves escapmg from one state *into another. 
The provision of the statute of the United States in these 
cases, is to the following effect : that when a person, held 
to labor in any of the United States, shall escape into any 
other of the said states, the person to whom such labor or ser- 
vice may be due, or his agent or attorney, may arrest such fugi- 
tive, and take him before any of the judicial officers mentioned 
in the statute, (among whom are magistrates of a county^ city, or 
town,) and upon proof to the satisfaction of such magistrate, he 
may certify that the person arrested doth owe service to the person 
claiming him or her ; and it is made the duty of such magistrate 
to give a certificate thereof to such claimant, his agent, or attor- 
ney, which shall be a sufficient warrant for removing such fugitive 
from labor, to the state or territory from which he or she fled.lF 
There is also a very particular and wholesome provision by a 
statute of this commonwealth, directing the proceedings for the 
speedy removal of nuisances ; by which two justices of the peace 
quorum unus^ are authorized to inquire, by a jury, into all nui- 
sancesj and to cause them to be abated and removed.** All 
the forms of proceeding, from the warrant upon the complaint to 
the warrant of removal, are therein particularly stated and enacted. 

* Statute 1804, chap. 143, sec. 2. 

t Statute 1791, chap. 68,. & 1796, chap. 89. % Stat. 1798, chap. 88. 

<§ Statute 1785, chap. 66. || Statute 1794, chap. 64. 

% Laws of United States, 2 vol. 381, chap. 152. ** Statute 1801, chap. 16. 
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But the form of the complaint is not giveo. Although no cases 
upon this statute are recollected, the provisions of it appear to be 
extremely necessary and salutary. The proceedings directed by 
it are summary ; but all the constitutional rights of the citizen are 
preserved. It is intended to operate b cases requiring a speedy, 
and m some instances an immediate remedy ; and may be so 
enforced as to prevent injury or destruction to the public health, 
for which purpose the ordinary process by indictment in the high- 
er courts might be altogether ineffectual. 

When a criminal appears before a justice, or is brought in upon 
a criminal process to be tried, the subsequent proceedings are, 
1. Arraignment., 2. Plea and issue. 3. Trial. 4. Judgment 
and execution. 

The arraigtwient is to call the prisoner to answer the matter 
charged upon him in the complamt.* He is first to be called by 
his name, that it may appear by his answer, that he acknowledges 
himself to be the person charged, and to be of that name by 
which he is called. In capital cases only, he is required, for the 
same purpose, according to the usage of the Supreme Court, to 
hold up his right hand. This is required merely for the purpose 
of identifying the person, and therefore any other acknowledge 
ment will answer as well.f After he is called, the complaint is 
then to be distinctly read to him, that he may understand the 
charge ; and thereupon the justice demands of him whether he 
is guilty or not guilty. If upon this arraignment the party con- 
fesses the charge, the plea of guilty is to be recorded, and noth- 
ing further is done till sentence is pronounced. K he denies the 
charge, the plea of not guilty is to be recorded. 

The plea of guilty, or confession of the party, is the last inci- 
dent of the arraignment. This may be either express or impli- 
ed. An express confession of the complaint is where the party 
pleads guilty, and thus, directly m the presence of the justice, 
confesses the accusation. It may be received after the plea of 
not guilty is recorded, whenever the defendant wishes to with- 
draw his plea of not guilty, and confess the accusation.| 

* 4 Bl. Com. 817; 2 Hale, P. C. 216. f 4 BK Com. 818. 

X 2 Hawk. b. 2, c. 81, s. 1. 
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An impHed earfesrian is when, in small oflfences, generally as- 
saults and batteries that are not of an aggravated nature, a de* 
fendant does not direcdy own himself guilty, but tacidy admits it, 
by throwing himself upon the mercy of the court, and desiring to 
submit to a small fine. This the justice may either accept or 
decline, as he thinks proper.* If the justice grants the request, 
he makes an entry to this effect, '' that the defendant will not 
€»ntend with the commonwealth, but submits to its grace." The 
difference in effect, between this implied confession, and an ex* 
press confession by the plea of guilty, is, that a plea of guilty may 
be given in evidence against the defendant, in a civil action for 
the same injuiy, which cannot be done, where the confession be* 
fore the justice is only an implied acknowledgment of his guilt.f 

If the prisoner obstinately stands mute, it is equivalent to a 
conviction, and he is to be sentenced accordmgly. A prisoner is 
said to stand mute, when upon his arraignment he makes no an- 
swer at all ; or answers foreign to the purpose, or with such mat- 
ter as is not albwable, and will not answer otherwise. If he 
makes no answer at all, the justice must inquire whether he stands 
obstinately mute, or whether he be dumb by the visitation of 
God. If he finds the latter to be the case, he is to proceed to 
the trial, and examine all points, as if the party had pleaded not 
guilty.{ If he finds that he stands mute fraudulently and a&- 
stinately^ the justice is to proceed to sentence him, as in case of 
conviction. Commonwealth «• Moore, 9 Mass. Rep. 402, where 
the whole proceedings are stated. When the party to be tried is 
deaf and dumb, he may, if he understand the use of signs, be 
arraigned, and the meaning of the justice who addresses him 
conveyed to him by signs, and his signs in reply explained to the 
justice, so as to justify his trial, and the infliction of the legal pun- 
ishments.^ This course, precisely as here stated irom the Eng- 
lish authorities, has been pursued in the Supreme Court of Mas- 
sachusetts. The case now recollected, occurred in the county 
of Lincoln ; but as the trial was at nisiprii^Sy no note or report 
of it has been published. 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 81, s. 8. f Id. M Bl. Com. 820. 

§ 1 Chit C. L. 417 ; 1 Leach, 101. 
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If the party does not plead guilty or stand mutei bos plea, or 
the matter alleged in his defence, is the next subject of conside- 
ration on the trial. No reason is at present perceived, why the 
party is not entided to all the pleas and matters of defence upon 
his trial before a justice for an offence within his jurisdiction, that 
he is by law endtled to, in a trial in the higher courts. If this 
opinion be correct, he may plead to the jurisdiction of the justice ; 
or he may demur to the complaint ; or plead in abatement ; or in 
bar, as well as the general issue. 

A plea to the jurisdiction is where a complaint is entered be-' 
fore a justice, which he undertakes to try and decide upon, for 
an offence of which he has no cognisance. In such cases the 
party may except to the jurisdiction of the justice, without an- 
swering at all to the crime alleged.* 

A demurrer to a complaint is incident to criminal as well as 
civil processes, where the fact, as alleged, is allowed to be true^ 
and the party insists that it does not amount to the crime alleged, 
or to any crime whatever. But demurrers in criminal processes 
arc seldom used ; since the same advantages may be taken upon 
a plea of not guilty, or afterwards in arrest of judgmenuf 

A plea in abatement is principally for a misnomer, a wrong 
name, or false addition to the party accused. But there is litde 
advantage accruing to the party from pleas to the jurisdiction or 
in abatement ; because if the pleas be allowed, a new complaint 
will be made, and another process thereupon issued against 
him ;X which ought always to be made ready immediately, and 
even before the parQr is discharged upon the defective process, in 
order to prevent his escape from punishment. 

Special pleas in bar go to the merits of the complaint and 
prosecution, and give a reason why the party ought not to an- 
swer at all, nor put himself on trial for the crime alleged. These 
are of three kinds, viz, a former acquittal ; a former conviction ; 
and a pardon* A former acquittal is grounded on the universal 
maxim ol the common law, that no man is to be brought inU> 

* 4 Bla. Com. 327 ; 2 Hale, P. C. 236. f 4 Bla. Com. 328, 329. 

t 4 Bla. Com. 329* 
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jeopardy more than once for the same ofl^nce ; and hence it is 
allowed as a consequence, that when a man has been once fairly 
found not guUty upon a criminal prosecution, before a tribunal 
having jurisdiction of the ofience, he may plead such acquittal in 
bar of any subsequent accusation for the same.* 

The plea of a former conviction for the same identical crime, 
is a good plea in bar to a criminal prosecution before a justice ; 
and this depends upon the same principle as the former, that 
no man ought to be twice brought in danger for the same crime. 

A pardon may also be pleaded in bar ; but this can only be 
done after conviction ; for by the constitution of Massachusetts, 
chap. 2d, article 8th, it is provided, '^ that no charter of pardon 
granted by the governor, with advice of the counsel, before can- 
mctionj shall avail the party pleading the same, notwithstanding 
any particular or general expressions contained therein, descrip- 
tive of the offence or offences intended to be pardoned." 

In capital cases, if the prisoner plead in bar or abatement, and 
it be adjudged against him, he will have liberty to plead over to 
the matter of the indictment, as if he had never relied upon any 
other ground of defence ; for though a man may lose his prop- 
erty by mispleading, hq^ cannot forfeit his life by any technical 
nicety or legal error ; but this does not extend to misdemeanors 
as a matter of right ; and therefore, in these cases, if a defend- 
ant plead in abatement or bar, and an issue in fact thereon be 
determined against him, he will have lost the benefit of a trial on 
the o^nce itself, and sentence may be pronounced as though he 
had been regularly convicted. But it is in the discretion of the 
court to allow him still to plead not guilty ; and this discretion 
they will generally exercise in favor of the defendant, f These 
rules and principles of the common law may be adopted and ap- 
plied by a justice of the peace in the trial of offences within his 
jurisdiction. 

The right of an appeal, from a sentence given by a justice of 
the peace, is given to any person aggrieved at such sentence, in 
the third section of the act, vesting certain powers in justices of 

* 4 Bla. Com. 329. 1 1 Chitty, C. L. 485, and the cases there cited. 
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the 'peace in criminal prosecutions.^ The mode of prosecuting 
such appeal is also pointed out in the same sectiim of the statute. 
The recognisance to be taken by the justice to prosecute the ap- 
peal, ought to be in such a sum, as will insure the personal ap- 
pearance of the party, and the fulfilment of the condition with 
respect to the payment of the costs of the prosecution, in case 
of a conviction. And the same precautions as to the ability of 
the party, and his sureties to pay the penalty of the recognisance, 
if forfeited, which have been herein before recommended, will, 
in taking recognisances to prosecute an appeal, be adhered to by 
the magistrate*! 

The duty of justices of the peace to account for all fines by 
them imposed and received, which is enjoined by the fourth sec* 
tion of the statute above mentioned, ought to be strictly and ccm- 
adeniioualy complied with. For, in addition to the pecuniary 
penalty inflicted for the neglect of this duty, it would be a proper 
ground of impeachment and removal from office, in all cases 
where the fines have been received, and corruptly retained or 
embezzled. 



CHAPTER V. 

THE TAKING OF BAIL, AND RECOGNISING THE WITNESSES. 

The magistrate having completed the examinations, and as- 
certained that the party accused is not to be discharged, is next 
to determine whether he shall bail or commit him. 

Bail is a delivery of a person to his sureties, upon their giving, 
together with himself, sufficient security for bis appearance at 
court to answer the charge against him ; he being supposed to 
continue in their friendly custody, instead of going to prison. In 
most of the inferior offences, bail will answer the same intention 

* Statute 1788, chap. 51. f Post, chap. 5. 



r 



THE TAKING OW BAIL. 83 

« 

as commitmeDt, and therefore it ought to be taken. But in of- 
fences of a capital nature, no bail can be security equivalent to 
the actual custody of the person. There is nothing that a man 
may not be induced to forfeit to save his life ; and it is no satis* 
faction or indemnity to the public, to seize the effects of those who 
have bailed a murderer, if the murderer himself be suffered to 
escape with impunity.* The duty of magistrates, in relation to 
the taking of bail, is extremely important, requiring the exercise 
of great judgment and firmness. The two extremes of demand- 
ing excessive, and of accepting insufficient bail, are what it is 
equally his duty to avoid ; and in many cases he may be exposed 
to the censure of the public or of individuals, if he transcends, 
or falls short of his duty in either of these cases. 
To refuse or delay to bail any person who is entitled to bail, is an 
^ offence at common law against the liberty of the subject, and for 
which the magistrate is also liable in damages to the party injured. 
It was also made punishable by ancient English statutes, f And 
lest the intention of the law should be frustrated by magistrates 
requiring bail to greater amount than the nature of the case de- 
mands, it is expressly declared by statute 1 W. b M. that ex- 
cessive bail ought not to be required. In conformity to these 
provisions, is the twenty-sixth article of the declaration of rights, 
in the constitution of Massachusetts, the words of which are, *' no 
magistrate or court of law shall demand excessive bail or sureties, 
impose excessive fines, or inflict cruel or unusual punishments." 
What bail shall be called excessive, must be left to the magistrate 
to determine, on considering the circumstances of the case. And 
on the other hand, if the magistrate takes insufficient bail, he is 
liable to be fined, if the criminal does not appear ; but if he does 
appear according to the condition of the recognisance, those who 
admitted him to bail are safe ; inasmuch as the end of the law 
is answered, whenever the appearance of the prisoner is in effect 
procured.| 

* 4 Bla. Com. chap. 22. 
^^ t 3 Edw. I. &. 31 Car. II. called the habeas coipus act. 
t Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, a. 6. 
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It abo is an offeoce at commoo law for a imgistrate to gram 
bail, where it ougiit to be denied, and it is punishable as a neg^ 
gent escape.* It has been decided, that it b no excuse for jus- 
tices of the peace admitting a person to bail, who was committed 
for an oflfence not bailable hj law, that they did not know he was 
committed for such oflfence ; for that they ou^t, at their peril, 
to inform themselves of the cause for which the pargr was com- 
mitted, that thejr mi^t thereby be satisfied that he was bailable 
by law. The magistrate is not bound to demand bail, or that the 
person to be bailed shall find sureties ; nor b he bound to forbear 
commitdng the party, till he shall refuse to find sureties ; but 
may justify a commitment unless the party himself shall tender 

his sureties.f 

At common law no justice, nor bdeed any court, can bail a 
person in execution on a judgment, or conviction of any offence; 
for such iroprisoament without bail b a part of the sentence and 
punishment.} Nor is it usual or expedient to bail the par^ be- 
tween the conviction and judgment. And upon motion to the 
court, it is proper after conviction, when the party b under re- 
cognisance, and sentence b to be suspended, to have the amount 
of the penalty of the recognisance increased, and new sureties 
procured, if the former recognisance or sureties be not satbfac- 
tory. 

A justice of the peace has no authority to bail an offender, 
who has absconded after conviction, and before sentence, and 
who has been apprehended upon a new warrant during the vaca- 
tion, although the offence for which he was originally committed 
was bailable. This point has been recently decided upon de- 
murrer, by the Supreme Court of Massachusetts. The case 
was, one Otis was bound over upon a charge of forgery, which, 
by the laws of this state, is a bailable offence. He was tried, 
and convicted ; but before sentence was passed upon him, he ab- 
sconded, and forfeited his recognisance. Several years syfter- 
wards, he was brought back into thb state by virtue of a warrant 

• Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, ». 6. f 2 Str. 1216 ; Hawk. b. 2, c 16, 8. 12, 14. 

t 4 Bl. Com. 296 ; 8 T. R. 326 ; 1 Wils. 299. 
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from the Supreme Executive, as a fugitive from justice. He 
was carried before a magistrate, who admitted him to bail, and 
he was recognised anew to appear at the next term of the court 
in which his conviction was had, to receive sentence. He did 
not appear ; and upon a scire facias to recover the penalty of the 
recognisance, and demurrer to it, the court decided that the 
magistrate had no authority in such a case, to admit him to bail ; 
but that it was his duty to commit him, where he would remain 
in custody until the next term of the court, when and where he 
would regularly receive his sentence. 



The practice in England relative to the taking of bail, is prin- 
cipally regulated by the statutes of that country. It is much the 
same in this country. Some of the English statutes upon the 
subject will be referred to ; others, to which access cannot be 
conveniently had, will probably be familiarly known, to those 
who may have occasion to regulate their practice in pursuance of 
them. 

The course of a magistrate's du^ in this country, upon the 
subject of bail, seems to be very plain, so far as it respects the 
ofiences which are or are not bailable. In general it may be 
stated as true, that no justice of the peace can admit a man to 
baU, who is charged with an offence, the punishment of which is 
death ; and that he is bound to admit to bail persons charged 
with all other offences, unless in cases where bail is prohibited or 
restrained by particular statutes. In the former cases, the public 
are entitled to demand the highest security that can be given, 
viz. the body of the accused, in order to insure that justice be 
done upon him if guilty. Such persons have no other sureties 
than the four walls of the prison.* It is a singular fact, that, by 
the ancient common law, all felonies were bailable, till murder was 
excepted by statute ; so that persons might be admitted to bail 
before conviction in almost every case.* But the power of bail- 
ing in treasons and felonies, and in other cases, was taken away 
by statute, as early as the reign of Edw. I.f 

* 4 Bl. Com. 295. t 3 Edw. I, c. 15. 



86 BAIL AND BftCOGHISnrO WITVSSSES. 

The rule above laid down, diat no justice of the peace can 
admit a man to bail who is chained with a capital oSeocey is 
without an exception in Massachusetts. The other branch of it, 
viz. that he is bound to admit to bail all persons chained with of- 
fences not capital, is equally true in this state. There is one 
case, however, where the duty of the magistrate to admit or re- 
fuse bttl, requires to be well considered ; and diat is, where the 
prisoner is charged with an oflfence, the punishment for wluch is 
eonfinemeat to hard labor for life, in the state prison. It was 
the opinion of one respectable judge of our bench,* that this of- 
fence was not bailable ; and he expressed himself to that effect 
<Mi the bench when sitting at nisi priut. No decision or opinion 
of the other judges is recollected. It is a subject worthy of le^ 
lative provision. The magistrates have, in practice, hitherto met 
with litde trouble in this branch of their duty ; for the persons 
brought before them, charged with offences for which this severe 
punishment is inflicted, are usually such as are incapable, from 
their poverty and low condition, of procuring sufficient sureties in 
the sums at which the magistrates are justifiable in fixing the pen- 
alty of the recognisance ; which sum is usually, as it ought al- 
ways to be, so high as to induce the appearance of the party, if 
sureties should be procured. 

The authority of a justice of the peace in this state,, to com- 
mit or bail an offender, is derived from the statute of the 16di of 
March, A. D. 17d4,f which enacts, that *' justices of the peace 
shall commit to prison all persons guilty, or suspected to be guil- 
ty of manslaughter, murder, treason, or other capital offence ; 
and to hold to bail all persons guilty, or suspected to be guilty of 
lesser offences, not cognizable by a justice of the peace ; and re- 
quire sureties for the good behaviour of dangerous and disorder- 
ly persons." It will be observed that mandavghter is one of the 
ofiences enumerated in tliis statute, for which a person guilty, or 
suspected to be guilty, shall be committed to prison. Manslaugh- 
ter is not a capital offence by the laws of this commonwealth. 
But when a person, charged witli a homicide, is brought before 

• The late Judge Sedgwick. f Statute 1783, chap. 61. 
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a justice of the peace, he cannot undertake to decide whether 
the crime be murder, manslaughter, or any other species of 
homicide ; his duty is to commit the offender, and leave him to 
take his trial in the due course of law, or to apply to the Supreme 
Court, or to a judge in the vacation, for a habeas corput. This 
coDstructioa was given ta the last mentioned statute in the case 
of the Commonwealth v. Loveridge.* , In that case it was de<- 
cided, that a recognisance taken by a justice of the peace, con- 
ditioned for the defendant's appearance, &;c. to answer to such 
matters and things as should be objected against him, on behalf 
of the Commonwealth, and espedaUy to the complaint of /• C. 
fycfor kUUng X C. sen, late of ^c. is merely void, by the said 
statute ; and that any recognisance taken by a justice of the 
peace, from one charged with homiddcy is void. This decision 
is in conformity to the principles and modem practice of the 
common law ; which, as we have seen,f allowd no discretion to 
a justice, when a homicide has been conunitted, to admit the of- 
fender to bail, though it may appear to the justice that the homi- 
cide was by misadventure, or even in self-defence ; unless indeed 
it appears in the clearest manner, that the charge is malicious, as 
well as groundless. 

This duty of the justice of the peace to commit, in every case, 
persons charged upon oath with a capital crime, or upon facts 
which may amount to a capital crime, seems to require no further 
explanations. With respect to his duty in refusing bail to per- 
sons charged with an offence, the punishment for which is con- 
finement to hard labor for life, until there has been some judicial 
decision, or legislative provision upon the subject, every magis- 
trate must decide according to his best opinion and judgment. 
Burglaries and robberies, unaccompanied with an assault, and 
not committed with a dangerous weapon, and certain ofiences 
against the statute, for the punishment of forgery and counter- 
feiting, are among the offences of this description. They are 
crimes of the most dangerous tendency, and are punished capi- 

• 11 M. R. 337. 

t Ante ; 2 Hale, 121 ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 29; 1 Chit. C. L. 89. 
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tally in most other cauntries. Whenever therefore, in any of 
these cases, a justice may be of the opinion, that he is not at liberty 
to refuse bail, when tendered, with such sureties as he can have 
no doubt are sufficient, he ought, and safely may, require bail in 
such a sum, and sureties of such unquestionable responsibility, as 
in most cases it will be difficult or impossible forthe party to pro- 
cure ; and it b apprehended, that when a justice of the peace, 
in such cases, acts according to his best discretion, and \iithout 
pardality or malice, he will be fully justified. 

With respect to all inferior oflfences, justices of the peace 
must, by the statute last quoted, admit to bail all persons who are 
charged with them, and brought before them for examination. 

By an act of Congress, of the 24th of September, 1789, and 
by another act of the 2d of March, 1793, authority is given to 
take bail for any crime or offence agamst the United States, ex- 
cept where the punishment is death, to any justice or judge of the 
United States, and to any chancellor, judge of die Supreme or 
Superior Court, or first judge of any Court of Common Pleas, or 
mayor of any city, of any state, and to Bny justice of the peace, or 
other magistrate, of any state where the offender may be found ; 
the recognisance taken by any of the persons authorized, is to be 
returned to the court of the United States having cognizance of 
the ofifence ; and on refusal to enter into such recognisance, the 
magistrate, before whom the same shall be refused, may impris- 
on the person so refusing. When the punishment, by the laws of 
the United States, is death, bail can only be taken by the Su- 
preme or Circuit Court, or by a justice of the Supreme Court, or 
a judge of the District Court of the United States. 

By the laws of Pennsylvania, no person who shall be charged 
vrith horse-stealing, on the direct testimony of one witness, or 
who shall be taken with the hocse &c. in his possession, shall be 
admitted to bail, otherwise than by one or more justices of the 
Supreme Court.* And by the same laws, no person, accused 
of burglary, robbery, and certain other odious offences, or as ac- 
cessary thereto before the fact, shall be admitted to bail, but by 

*2 Str. 1216; 1 Smith's Laws of PenDsylvania, 581. 
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the judges oS the Supreme Courtf or some one of diem.* And 
justices of the peace, in that state, have full power to take all 
manner of recognisances, as any justices of the peace of Great 
Britain may, can, or usually do ; all which shall be made to the 
commonwealth, and certified to the court in which the offence is 
to be tried.f And a justice of the peace, having once commit* 
ted the prisoner, (unless for further examination,) cannot bail 
him* His application for relief, in such case, must be by habeas 
corpui.% 

It is laid down, that in all cases where one jusdce by his war* 
rant can apprehend, he may bail, in cases where bail is allowable, 
and that the concurrence of two magistrates is not necessary* 
It is otherwise by the statute of Philip and Mary, in cases of 

felony4 

A justice of the peace, in this state, cannot hold one to bail for 
an offence which may be prosecuted qui torn, as well as by in- 
dictment. In the case of the Commonwealth v* Cheney,|| Chief 
Jusdce Parsons, in delivering the opinion of the court, says, ** the 
statute creating the ofience has so appropriated the forfeiture, and 
prescribed the mode of recovering it, as by necessary implicatioD 
to exclude the offence. No man is liable to be imprisoned, or 
held to bail, to answer to the Commonwealth, unless, when he 
shall appear to answer, the Commonwealth shall have an indefea^ 
tibh right to prosecute him. The defendant may be prosecuted 
either by indictment, or information qui tarn. When the defend- 
ant has been held to bail, or imprisoned for want of it, a common 
informer may afterwards file his imformation, and defeat the 
Commonwealth of their right to compel the defendant to answer 
to an indictment, found after the filing of the information. || The 
information might also have been filed before the complaint was 

• a SiDiih'0 Laws of Pennsylvaiua, 187; 4 Do. 884; 2Bache'8 Manual, 
147. 

1 1 Smifli*s Laws of PemiflylvaDia, 187 ; 2 Bache's Bfanua], 146, 148. 

1 1 SmiUi's Laws of Peniifylvaiiia, 5. 

§ 6 Mod. 179; 1 Cbit C. L» 97. H 6 M. R, 848. 

H Qtksre^would not the institution and pendency of the process before the 
justice, be a bar to the 9tti tarn action, if properiy pleaded ? I think it would. 
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made to die justice, which might not be known eidier to the jus- 
tice, or the defendant, and of which they could regularly have 
no knowledge ; and the justice might, in such case, proceed to 
imprison the defendant for want of sureties, when no prosecution 
could be maintained by the Commonwealth." When a statute 
comprehends an offence which may be prosecuted, as well by 
action or information qui tam^ as by indictment, and where the 
regular commencement of the qui tarn prosecution will defeat a 
prosecution by mdictment, it appears by the decision last quoted, 
that no person can be held to bail, or be compelled to find sure- 
ties, to answer to such an offence. This decision appears to be 
grounded upon a principle of the common law, that no man can 
be lawfiiUy arrested, unless charged with such a crime as will 
justify the holding him to bail when taken.* And this decision 
is to be the rule of conduct for all justices of the peace in this 
state, m all prosecutions upon statutes, where the mode of re- 
covermg the penalty is, as well by action qui tam^ as by indict- 
ment ; as in cases of usury, be. 

A justice of the peace has no authority to require a recogni- 
sance from one charged as the receiver of stolen gooods, to the 
party from whom the goods were stolen, to secure the pajrment 
of treble damages, given by the former statute of Massachusetts, 
passed in 1784, c. 66. Although this statute is now repealed, 
and that now in force for the punishment of larceny has substituted 
another remedy for the party injured, instead of the treble dam- 
ages given to him m the former statute, yet as the case, in which 
the above point was decided, contains an exposition of the power 
of justices of the peace in taking recognisances, a statement of 
the case, and of the opinion of the court, is here inserted. 

The case referred to is Vose, plaintiff in review, v. Deane & 
al.f which was a suit upon a scire facias^ brought by the defend- 
ants in review upon a recognisance entered into by Vose to 
Deane h al. before a justice of the peace as surety for one J. H., 
charged before a justice of tiie peace as the receiver of stolen 
goods, the property of Deane h al. The recognisance was con- 
ditioned for the appearance of J. H. at the next term of the 
court, to answer to the charge ; and was intended to secure to 

• 4 Bl. Com. 286. f 7 M. R. 280. 
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Deane b al. the payment of the treble damages in case of J. 
H's conviction. It was contended by the counsel for Yose, that 
there was no authority in the magistrate to take this recognisance ; 
that whatever authority the justice had, must be by statute ; that 
the statute, which relates to the subject, conferred no such au- 
thority ; and that, therefore, the act of the justice was merely 
void ; and of this opinion was the court ; which was delivered 
by Sedgwick J. to the following effect. *^ The only question 
necessary to be determined is, whether the justice, who took the 
recognisance, was authorized to take it. It cannot be necessary 
to prove that a ministerial officer can do no valid cict, but what 
he is expressly, or by necessary implication, authorized to do. 
In this case it is not pretended that the justice was expressly au- 
thorized to take a recognisance to the party injured, to secure 
the treble damages ; and he has no such power by implication. 
The statute enacts, that the party charged with theft, when ad- 
mitted to bail, shall not only recognise to the Commonwealth, but 
that he shaU enter into another recognisance Sic. to the party m- 
jured, for treble the value of the articles which he shall be charg- 
ed with stealing. In this case J. H. was not charged with thefts 
but a crime perfectly distinct from theft, although connected with 
it. This then is not a case in which such authority is given. 
Nor is such authority given by the statute of 1783, which au- 
thorizes justices of the peace to hold to bail all persons guilty, or 
supposed to be guilty, of ofiences less than capital, and which 
are not cognizable by a justice of the peace. This statute (pre- 
ceding that of 1784), by authorizing the holding to baU, did not 
comprehend a power to take a recognisance to the party injured 
for liis treble damages ; bail being intended as security for the 
appearance of the person charged with a crime, at the court to 
which the recognisance was to be returned. The judgment en- 
tered by order of court was that the recognisance, upon which 
the judgment complained of was rendered, is null and void j; " 
and that said Vose be restored, &ic. Sic. 

A justice of the peace cannot bind the putative father of a 
bastard child, by way of recognisance, but only by bond. This 
point has also been decided in two cases, in the Supreme Court 
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of MasBaduifletls. The ficst case was Jofazuoa v. Randall ;* 
which was a suit upon idrefadasj praying for execution upon a re- 
cognisance entered into by Randall to the plaintiff, before a jus- 
tice of the peace, conditioned to appear, &o. and answer to the 
plaintiff on a charge of being the putative father of a bastard 
child. There was a demurrer for causes, and jouder, on which 
the plaintiff below had an award of execution. While the ar* 
gument was proceeding, the court observed to the plaintiff's 
counsel, that he could not sappcxi his declaration, it not appear- 
ing from the record that the justice had returned die recogm* 
sance where it should by law be entered of record ; that a tcire 
facias upon a recognisance must be sued in the court where the 
recognisance was recorded ; that justices of the peace, taking 
recognisances for the appearance of a parQr, must return them 
to the court where the recognisor was to appear ; and i( from 
die jurisdiction of that court, it could not award execution upon 
a scire facias, it ought to certify the recognisance to some court, 
where such execution could be awarded ; and if a court refused 
to certify a recognisance, without sufficient cause, the Supreme 
Court could compel it by mandamus. Other proceedings were 
had m the case; after which Parsons C. J. said, that tlie 
point made by the defendant's counsel had been beibre the 
court in the case of MerriO v. Prince,f when ihe court were clear- 
ly of opinion, that a justice could cxily bind a putative father of 
a bastard child to answer by requiring a bond from him, and not 
a recognisance. The statute mentions a bond. And when die 
condition of a bcMid is broken, the court may reMeve against the 
penalty upon equitable terms ; but not against a recognisance, if 
it be forfeited. 

In the case of Merrill v. Prince, the same point was decided, 
viz. that the security to be taken by a justice of the peace, of one 
accused as the putative father of a bastard chiM, must be hj 
bond, and not by recognisance. The following remarks, in sub- 
stance, were made by Chief Justice Parsons, in delivering the 
opinion of the court in that case ; that the pregnant v^tHnan, un- 

«7M.R.840. t7M.R.896. 
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der tbe provisioiis of the statute of 1785, c 66, may conqtlain 
to a justice of the peace, who may thereupon cause the party 
accused to be brought before him on a warrant, and may bind 
him, with su£5cient sureties, to appear and answer at the next 
Court of Common Pleas. As a party may be bound with 
sureties, as well by recognisance as by bond, if the statute had 
not explained in what manner the accused is to be bound, por- 
baps the mode of binding might be at the option of the justice, 
imless upon general principles it might be supposed to be con* 
fined to recognisance. But there is further provision, that if the 
woman be not delivered, or be unable to attend at the next court, 
die court may, unless the sureties object, order the condnuance 
of his bondj which order, entered oa record, shall have the same 
effect, as a recognisance to appear at the next term. The legis- 
lature have, therefore, defined the manner of bmding over with 
sureties the party accused, to be by his hand to the complainant, 
and not by recognisance. And in tMs the legislature have acted 
wisely ; for the party cannot be relieved against the ccHidition of 
die reoognisanoe, but he may be agamst the penalty of the bond. 
If, therefore, the recognisance is forfeited, the woman may re* 
cover the whole sum in which tbe accused was recognised. But 
if he be bound by bond, although the condition may be broken 
in law, yet tbe court may relieve against the penalty, on the pay- 
ment of nonunal damages, if the complaint be found false, or 
other security given for the maintenance of the child ; or the 
penalty may be reduced so as to cover and be a. security for that 
maintenance.* The judgment of the court in this case was, 
that the plaintiff could not recover, upon the ground that the jus- 
tice was not authorized to take the recognisance. 

There have been other decisions in the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts, which have relation to that branch of the duty of 
a justice of the peace, which appertains to the taking and certi- 

* Since ihe decision in the above cases, a statute has been passed, authorizing 
Hie courts to remit the penalty of recognisances, in whole, or in part, and upon 
such terms as the court shall consider equitable and just ; but this statute is 
confined to cases of recognisances taken or entered into in criminal prosecu- 
tioDs*— Statute 1810, chap. 80. 
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fying recognisances, and which fall within the subject of this 
chapter. 

In a recognisance entered into before a justice of the peace, 
it must appear in the condidon, that the justice had jurisdicdon 
in the cause therein referred to ; and for what cause it was taken. 
In the case of Bridge v. Ford,^ the cause of taking the recog- 
nisance did not appear so as to show that the jusdce had juris- 
diction of the case in which it was taken. The court cannot 
conjecture in what manner the process was mstituted, or what 
was the cause of it, or whether it was a cause within the juris- 
diction of a justice of the peace. Nothing is to be presumed in 
favor of the jurisdiction of an inferior magistrate, which, b gen- 
eral, is given and limited by particular statutes. In every recog- 
nisance, the justice ought to recite so much of the complaint, or 
cause of taking it, as to show that he has authority to take it. 
For if it were not within his jurisdiction, the proceedings as well 
as the recognisance are void. This case of Bridge v. Ford was 
afterwards brought before the court and decided.f And the 
same prmciples were then adhered to and aJSirmed ; and upon 
one of the causes of demurrer then filed to the new counts, the 
declaration was adjudged bad, because it did not appear that the 
recognisance was ever transmitted by the justice to the court ap- 
pealed to, and there entered of record, as it ought to have been. 

A justice of the peace takbg a recognisance for appearance, 
must return the same to the court where the recognisor is to ap- 
pear. And if such court has not power to award execution up- 
on scire facias, it must certify the recognisance to some court 
where such execution can be awarded.^ As by the statute of 
1783, c. 51, the Court of Sessions were to certify a recognisance 
returned there by a justice of the peace, to the Common Pleas, 
if the recognisance be forfeited, with a record of the default of 
the conusor, where it should be entered of record. 

A recognisance taken before a justice of the peace, for keep- 
ing the peace and being of the good behavior, (and all other 
recognisances, it is apprehended,) should be taken returable to 

* 4 M. R. 642, 648. t7M.R.209. t7M.R.840. 
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the next Court of Common Pleas, and when taken on a charge 
for an offence which is bailable, should be made returnable to 
the next court havmg jurisdiction of the offence.* In the case 
of the Commonwealth v. Ward,f the condition of the recog- 
nisance was, that the party should keep the peace, and be of 
the good behavior, ** for and during the term of two years from 
the date," and for want of finding such sureties, he was there- 
upon committed by the justice. Upon a habeas corpus^ returna- 
ble instanter in this case, it was said by the court, that there was 
no complaint recited, or referred to ; which ought always to be 
done for the information of the court, upon the return of a habeas 
corpus. The justice has wholly misconceived his duty. For 
when one is brought before a justice of the peace, on articles of 
the peace exhibited against him, the justice, if satisfied that there 
is ground for further proceedings, is to order him to recognise &£c. 
for his appearance at the neoct Court of Common Pleas, and in 
the mean Ume to keep the peace and be of the good behavior 
towards all the citizens of the commonwealth, and especially 
towards the complainant. And when one is charged with a 
bailable oflfence, and on examination the justice Is of opmion that 
there is sufBcient cause, he is to take a recognisance for his ap- 
pearance to the next court having jurisdiction of the ofience 
charged. In the present case, the prisoner was required to find 
sureties for the peace for the term of two years, which was alto- 
gether beyond the authority of the justice.l 

There is one rule in these cases, which all justices of the 
peace ought to be governed by, and act accordingly ; and that 
is, that in all cases, where the courts of Common Pleas have 
concurrent jurisdiction with the Supreme Court of the offence 
charged, the justice ought to bind over the party, and take his 
recognisance, returnable to the Court of Common Pleas^ unless 
there are special and important reasons for binding him over to 
the Supreme Court. There are many reasons for this course ; 
some of which are, that it is in favor of the party accused, by 
^ving him the chance of two trials ; which he cannot have in the 

*4M.R.497. \U, t4M.R.497. 
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Su[Hreine Court, if he be originally chained and tried in dial 
court. The Court of Common Pleas, as it is now (and doub^ 
less hereafter will be) constituted, in this state, is composed of 
judges fully competent to the investigation and decision of all 
questions that may occur on the trial ; and the jury, in the Court 
of Common Pleas, are selected from the same class of citiaens, 
as those which compose the jury in the Supreme Court. Anoth* 
er and important reason is, that there are a greater number of 
terms m the year of the Common Pleas, than of the Supreme 
Court, and whenever an innocent party happens to be accused, 
the opportunity for an acquittal, and the vindicadon of his char* 
acter, more frequendy and speedily returns ; to all wUch it may 
be added, that the weighty and important business usually pending 
in the Supreme Court ought not to be interrupted or delayed by 
the trial of causes which may be fully and fairly heard and de* 
cided in the lower courts. The authority for these remarks is 
the frequent opinion and direcdon of the judges, upon this sub* 
ject, expressed in their charges to the grand jury. 

Among other important considerations, as to this branch of the 
duty of a magistrate, is that of deciding upon the sufficiency of 
the bailf and the amount of the penalty of the recognisance. 
These must necessarily be left, m a great degree, to the discre* 
tion of the magistrate. It is said, and so is the common practice, 
that the sureties ought to be, at least, two men of sufficient abili* 
1y.^ But where the party charged is himself a responsible per* 
son in point of property, and one surety of equal and unquestion- 
able responsibility is offered, there can be no danger, in com* 
mon cases, of accepting them, and not requiring two sureties* 
But whenever the justice accepts one surety only, there ought to 
be no doubt of the sufficiency of his property to answer the 
penalty of the recognisance. And in such case, the character 
and place of residence of the surety ought to be taken into con* 
sideration. It is also an indispensable rule, that each of the sureties 
ought to be severally of sufficient ability and property to answer 
the sum in which he b bound. The ability and quality of the 

• 1 Chit C. I^ 99. 
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prisoner, atid the nature of the crime, should always be taken 
into consideration in determining upon the sufficiency of the sure- 
lies, and the sum in which they are to be held to recognise. 

As there is great responsibility upon the magistrate in these 
cases, he may, m order to ascertain to his satisfaction the ability 
of the sureties, examine them upon oath as to the value of their 
property. It is every day's practice, in the higher courts, to do 
this. And it is the more reasonable, because there are no regu^ 
lotions by any statute, respecting the amount of bail to be required 
by a justice of the peace. One rule should be uniformly adopts 
ed ; and that is, to require such sureties as are possessed, in 
their own right, of a clear real estate within the county, to such 
an amount, as that, upon a sale of it at public auction upon a 
warrant of distress, the full amount of the sum in which the 
surety was bound may be certainly realized. Sureties not pos* 
sessed of such real estate may, doubtless, in some instances, be 
safely taken by the justice : but in all cases, sureties possessing, 
under a clear title, real estate in the county in which the reeog* 
nisance is taken, ought to be preferred. Personal estate is so 
fluctuating, and may be so easily kept from the possession of an 
officer, and transferred from the possessor into other hands, that 
it affi)rds no such security for the penalty of a recognisance, as 
peal estate* And the will of the legislature is expressed to this 
effect, by the provisions of a statute upon this subject, which are 
very salutary and in full force. It was among the first laws passed 
after the adoption of the present constitution of this state ; it was 
passed on the 2d of October 1782 ; chapter 19, the 7th section 
of which is in these words : '* That the lands and tenements of 
all persons, recognising to the use of government, before any 
authority duly authorized and empowered to take the same, are 
and shall be liable to respond the sum mentioned in the recog" 
nisance, from the time the same is taken and acknowledged, not- 
withstanding any transfer or alienation thereof." 

It is manifest, that unless proper caution is made use of by 

magistrates upon the subject of requiring such sureties, upon 

taking a recognisance, as will be of sufficient ability to respond 

the sums for which they become bound, the whole object of a 

13 
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juiblic prosecution may be defeated, and the guilty escape and 
i;o uupuuished. It is said that persons convicted of an infamous 
crime, as purjury, cannot be admitted as an adequate surety.* 
An attorney is not prohibited from thus assisting his client, in a 
criminal case.f A married woman cannot be bound by recog- 
nisance, because it is not capable of being estreated4 She can 
no more enter into his bond, than she can into any other while 
she is a feme covert. A minor cannot be accepted as surety, or 
enter into a recognisance as principal, because be cannot b'md 
himself during his minority. In cases both of married women 
and minors, they roust procure some persons to recognise for 
them as principal, and other persons as sureties to such princi- 
pal. 

It is said that if, after inquiry by a ma^strate upon the oath of 
the sureties, he finds he has been deceived, he may require fresh, 
and better sureties ; and may commit the party on his refusal ; 
for that insufficient sureties are as no sureties.^ But justices 
must take care, that, under pretence of demanding sufficient 
sureties, they do not make so excessive a demand as to amount 
in effect to a denial of bail ; for this has been complained of as 
a great public injury, and, as may be recollected, is specially 
provided against in our declaration of righte.|| 

In general no notice of bail before jusdces of the peace is 
requisite. Yet some of the provisions of the statute of 30 Geo. 
2d, requiring notice in certain cases to be given to the prosecu- 
tor, of the names and places of abode of the persons proposed 
as bail, are very salutary. And when a person is brought before 
a justice of the peace upon a warrant issued by the Supreme 
Court, or Court of Common Pleas, upon an indictment found in 
these courts respectively, to be bailed upon such warrants, unless 
the persons proposed or ofibred as bail shall be well known to 
the justice, and he shall approve them, notice of the persons offer- 
ed as bail ought to be given to the complainant or to the public 

« 4 T. R. 440 ; 1 Chit C. L. 100. f I>ougl. 466. 

X Hawk. b. 2, c. 15, s. 84. 

§Hawk. b. 2, c. 15, t. 4; Dalt c. 70 & 114. 

||Hawk.b. 2, c. 16, s. 5. 
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prosecutor, that they may have an opportunity of ioquiring into 
their sufficiency, and if they are not satisfactory, of opposiog 
them.* « 

If the party is not ready with bail, at the time he is appre- 
hended and examined, and the oflence is bailable, he may, at 
any time before conviction, be released from imprisonment, on 
finding sureties.f And after the recognisances have been enter- 
ed into, the justice, before whom the transaction takes place, will 
send notice of the fact to the gaoler, and an order to liberate 
him.| And it is said that justices of the peace may send a pris- 
oner, for a short time, to some private person, to afford him an 
opportunity, when necessary of procurbg bail before he is com- 
mitted for trial ; but this practice has been disapproved of as in- 
convenient and not agreeable to law^ The practice, however, of 
permitting the prisoner to remain a short time before his final 
commitment, in the custody of an officer, to bSotA him this op- 
portunity, is very reasonable, and liable to no serious objection. 
A fsdthful officer will be careful, in such case, not to suffer an 
fiscape ; and the party thereby may be prevented from the in- 
convenience and expense of a commitment, in some cases, where 
his bail, when procured, would be ample security for his appear- 
ance to take his trial. 

The offence of denying, delaying, or obstructing bail, is a 
misdemeanor by ancient statutes and at common law, and is pun- 
ishable thereby as an offence against the liberty of the subject, 
not only by action at the suit of the party wrongfully imprisoned, 
but also by indictment. || By the statute of Westminster, 1. c. 
15, it is enacted, " that if any withhold prisoners that are reple- 
viable, after they have offered sufficient sureties, they shall pay a 
grievous amercement to the king. And if tiiey take any reward 
for their delivery of such, they shall pay double to the prisoner.' 

By the statutes 3 Ed. 1, and 1 &; 2 Ph. h Mary, and 2 &; 3 
of Ph. h Mary, magistrates are punishable for improperly taking 
bail in cases where the offence is not bailable ; and the admitting 

• 1 Chit. C. L. 101. 1 1 Burr. 460 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 1, n. 1. 

X Dick. J. Bail VI ; 1 Chit. C. L. 101. § 1 Chit. C. L. 101. 

il Hawk. b. 2, c. 15, 8. 18 •, Dalt c. 114. 
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of bail, where it ought not to be taken, is liable to be visited as a 
negligent escape at common law.* So on the other hand, the 
offence of taking insufficient bail, subjects the offending parties to 
punishment. And although the prisoner, who is bailed by insuffi- 
cient sureties, actually appears according to the condition of his 
recognisance, yet if such insufficient sureties were taken corrupt- 
ly, the magistrate would continue liable on an bdictmentf 

When the magistrate has concluded the examination, and there 
appears sufficient or probable ground to suppose that the prisoner 
is guilty, and that the offence is to be tried in the higher courts, 
he is to take the recognisance of the prosecutor and other witness- 
es, to appear and give evidence at the next court having juris- 
diction of the ofience ; and in case of refusal may commit them 
to gaol.| In England the prosecutor is bound by his recogni- 
sance to appear and prefer a bill of indictment at the court to 
which the recognisance is returnable, as well as to give evidence 
in the case4 But this is not the practice in this commonwealth. 
The prosecutor, or, as he is generally called here, the complain- 
ant, is recognised in the same manner, and in a recc^nisance of 
the same nature as the other witnesses. In his character as a 
complainant, he being generally (though not always) the injured 
party, he assumes no peculiar or greater responsibilities, and is 
liable to no other or different duties or disabilities, than any of 
the other witnesses, excepting in cases in which he may be inter- 
ested, by becoming entitled, upon the conviction of the party, 
to a share of the penalty to be recovered. 

The witness or party, whose recognisance is to be taken, need 
not sign it ; but the justice makes a record of it, a copy of 
which is afterwards made out and subscribed by the justice be- 
fore whom it is taken. It becomes a matter of record as soon as 
taken and acknowledged, although not made up or entered at 
lai^e by the justice, but only entered in his book.|| 

When it appears from the examination, that a person, brought 

• Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 7 ; Bac. Abr. Bail. G. H. 

1 1 Chit. C. L. 102, and aufhoiities there cited. 

X I Hale, 586 ; 2 Hale, 62. § 1 Chit C. L. 89. 90. 

llDalt J. c 168; 1 Chit C. L. 90. 
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before the magistrate as a witness, may probably be able to give 
material evidence against tho {)risoner, it is his duty to bind such 
witness by recognisance te*ap[ieti|* at the court in which the priso- 
ner is to be tried. And, as we *toV£.4ieeB;.iC|he witness refuse 
to enter into the recognisance, the magistraW^'as'power to com-* 
mit him. This power is virtually included in his*tbmfnissi<Si^ arid 
is by necessary consequence, incident to the power of taluo^)fiQ* I .. 
examinauon and binding over the party and witnesses. Wfito' : •*:* • 
infants and married women, who cannot legaUy bind themselves, ' •* 
are required to appear, they must find others to be bound for 
them.* This doctrine was confirmed in a late case, where a 
married woman refused to enter into a recognisance for her ap- 
pearance to give evidence against a felon ; and the magistrate 
committed her ; and it was held by the court of King's Bench 
that the commitment was legal.f 

It is not necessary, or convenient, to take a separate recogni- 
sance for each witness. They may aU be bound in one recogni- 
sance. And when separate recognisances for each witness 
have been taken and certified, there has, in some cases, been no 
other reason for it, than that of charging the fee for each of 
them. 

Every recognisance, taken by a justice of the peace, must be 
to the commonwealth, and ought to contain the name, place of 
abode, and addition or calling, both of principals and sureties, 
as weU as the sums in which they are bound.| The authority 
of justices of the peace, in this state, to take recognisances, is 
derived from the statute of 1783, chap. 51. But m all cases, it 
is by reasonable intendment of law, as well as by the express 
power given them, that they exercise this authority. And when 
the party, bound by recognisance, is prevented by the act of 
God, from appearing according to its condition, the court cannot 
discharge the recognisance, but may respite it till the next term.^ 
If there exist a legal excuse for the non-appearance of the party, 
it ought to be shown upon the scire facias^ issued in due course 

*Bum. J. Examination; 1 Chit C. L. 90. f 3 M. & S. 1. 

X Bum. J. Recognisance. § 11 Mod 200 ; Dalt. J. Recogniaance. 
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of bWy to recover the penalty ; wfaereb j die whole matter will 
appear upoo record; and the factiy nljen necesaarj, tried and 
decided upon by a jury, or, n|qi£rea.iifla*by the court, upon ap- 
plication to them fi^r /i*fetfi^qMD of the penalty. This power of 

the court to. redSji <^ penalty, or any part of it, is by Tirtue 

* * • * & 
of/^ceOept statute of tbb commonwealth, stat* 1810, chap. 80* 

^. r«t^(^nAiOn*law, it is said, the judges of oyer and terminer are 

\ \ **:'• : \((b* proper judges, whether rea^nisances ought to be estreated or 

' * spared ; and that it is for the benefit of public justice, that they 

riiould hare such power^ if upon the circumstances of any case 

they should see fit to exercise it.* 

The condition of the recognisance, both of the party and wit- 
nesses, ought not to be general to appear and answer, &c. The 
recognisance of the party ought to mention the particular crime 
for which he is bound over to take his trial ; and not generally to 
answer to such matters and things, as shall be then and there ob- 
jected against him, and in the mean time to keep the peace, &c. 
If he is to be tried for larceny, for mstance, it ought to be so 
specially stated in the condition of the recognisance y and the 
name of the person, upon whose complaint he is charged, ought 
also to be mentioned in the recognisance. And the same par- 
ticularity is also requisite in the recognisances of witnesses. It 
should be stated, that they are to appear and give evidence in the 
case of the Commonwealth against the party charged, upon the 
complaint of the prosecut(Mr, naming him, for the offence, what- 
ever it may be, stating what the offence is. If the recognisance 
only state, that the witness is to appear and give evidence on be- 
half of the Commonwealth, not stating in what case, or against 
whom, or upon what offence, it will be informal, and perhaps m- 
valid.f 

When the examination is finished, and before the parties and 
witnesses separate, it is the duty of the justice to enjoin upon 
them, particularly the vntnesses^ to appear at court on the morn- 
ing of the first day of the session, that no time may be lost by 
the grand jury and public prosecutor on account of their absence 

* Dalt. J. Recog; 10 Mod. 152. 

t 4 M. R. 497, Commonwealth o. Ward. 
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or negligence. Great embarrassment, expense to the public, and 
waste of time, are frequently the consequence of the neglect of 
this duty on the part of the magistrate* It is very common for 
justices of the peace, officers, and others, to misinform and mis- 
lead the witnesses in this particular, by telling them that they will 
not be wanted until the second day of the term ; that litde or no 
business will be done at court until the second day, Slc. So far 
from this being generally true, the witnesses, by a punctual at- 
tendance on the first day of the term, may often be [examined 
and dismissed on the morning of the second day. By their neg«- 
lect to appear punctually on the morning of the first day of the 
term, their bonds are forfeited, and they may by law be compelled 
to pay the whole penalty of their recognisance. Witnesses are 
frequendy brought into this difficulty by the misinformation of 
the justices themselves ; and whenever that is the case, these jus- 
tices are liable for all the consequences, to the witness or party 
whom they thus mislead. It is therefore an important duty of 
the magistrate, that he should give notice to, and particularly in- 
form, all those who enter bto recognisance before him, either as 
parties or witnesses, that their duty and the condition of their 
recognisance require, that they should make their appearance at 
courts at the hour that it is usually opened^ an the morning of the 
first day of the term. This can always be done by the magis- 
trate, without inconvenience, before tlie parties and witnesses are 
dismissed, and at the moment when their recognisances are 
taken. There is no excuse for a justice of the peace, who under- 
takes to dispense with the attendance of witnesses at court, at 
the time that their du^ and the public business require their 
presence* Instances have often occurred, even in prosecutions 
for a capital ofifence, when the witnesses have not appeared at 
court until the second day of the term, and have pleaded in ex- 
cuse, the information of the magistrate to them, that they would 
not be wanted until that time. This is a great breach of duty on 
the part of the magistrate, and generally subjects the persons thus 
misinformed, as well as the public, to delay, embarrassments, 
and unnecessary expense. It is also a contempt of the court, for 
which justices are liable to be fined. 
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CHAPTER VI. 



THE COMMITMENT. 



When a person is apprehended for an o^nce that is not baif- 
able, and there appears any ground for the charge ; and when 
the charge is for a bailable offence, and the party neglects to of-^ 
fer sufficient bail, he must be committed.* The mittimus is a 
warrant of commitment to the gaoler to receive the defendant 

The magistrate, who has power to examine or try the defend" 
ant, has also, as incident to his ofience, power to commit him. 
The statute, " vesting certain powers in justices of the peace 
in criminal cases,"f which enables justices of the peace to ex- 
amine into the crimes and offences therein enumerated, also ena- 
bles such justices to commit the persons charged when the ofience 
is not bailable, or when sufficient bail is not ofiered. 

The first inquiry is, to what prison shall the defendant be com- 
mitted ? By the statute last quoted, justices are commanded to 
commit to pmon persons guilty, or suspected to be guilty, of cap- 
ital or other ofiences. The prison, here intended, is unquestion- 
ably the common gaol of the county in which the ofience is 
committed. No other prison could be intended by the legisla- 
ture ; for whenever a magistrate is authorized or commanded to 
commit an ofiender to any other prison, as for instance, the house 
of correction, it is so particularly directed in the statute which 
creates the oflfence, and points out the punishment. And the 
party ought to be committed for trial to the common gaol of the 
county, in which the ofience was committed, and the warrant 
granted, though backed in another county.J If a person com- 
mit a crime m one county, and be there arrested, and afterwardsr 
escapes into another county, and be arrested in the latter county, 
he may be brought before a justice of the county where the 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, 8. 1, & 8. 3. f Stat 1783, chap. 51. 

X 1 Chit C. L. 107, 108 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 6—10. 
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crime was committed, and be by such justice committed to the 
gaol of such county. By the statute of Massachusetts of 1820, 
chap. 53, where the offender, either before or after the issuing of 
the warrant, shall escape from the county in which the offence 
is committed, he may be pursued and apprehended in any other 
county of the commonwealth, and be conveyed back mto the 
county in which the offence was committed, and may be there 
committed to the prison of such county, either if the offence be 
not bailable, or if the party refuse to ofier sufficient bail. The 
course of proceeding under this statute is very plain and conven* 
ient. There seems to be no difficulty in executing its provisions 
in such a manner, as that the absconding party may be alwajrs 
conveyed back, and imprisoned in the coun^ in which his ofibnce 
may have been committed, without the formality and expense 
of a habeas carpus^ or the old method of backing the warrant. 

But it is every day's practice, when an offender has committed 
an ofibnce in one county, and ffies into another before he is taken, 
to arrest him in the county where he has taken refuge, and there 
to bring him before a justice to be by him committed to the com- 
mon gaol of such county, unless there be some special reason to 
the contrary ; as when there is an apparent danger that the par^ 
may be rescued. And it is also laid down, that an offender may 
be committed to the gaol next to the place where he is taken, 
whether it lie in the same county or not.''^ When either of the 
courses last mentioned is adopted, the officiating magistrate 
ought to give immediate notice thereof to the Attorney General, 
or public prosecutor, that he may seasonably obtain an order of 
court, or habeas corpus^ for the removal of the ofiender into the 
county where he is to be tried. 

The reason, why persons charged with crimes should be com- 
mitted to the gaol of the county, is, not merely that they can gen- 
erally be more safety kept there, but also that they shall be in the 
keeping and custody of the sheriff. 

The house of correction, in the several counties, is also a pris- 
* on, to which justices of the peace are to commit certain offend- 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 16,8. 8, and the autfaoritiee there quoted ; Id. s. 6. 
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ers. By the statute for suppressing and punishing rogues, vaga- 
bonds, &c.* it is enacted, that houses of correction shall be 
provided in every county of the commonwealth, for the purposes 
stated in the statute ; and that, until such houses of correction be 
erected, the common prison in each county may be made use of 
for that purpose. To this prison, it is the duty of justices of the 
peace to commit all rogues, vagabonds, and idle persons, of the 
character and description contained in the second section of that 
statute, to be kept and governed according to the rules and or- 
ders of such houses. 

Althought the form of the mittimus does not, perhaps, rehire 
as much precision as an indictment or complaint, yet it must be 
framed with sufficient accuracy ; and the reason given for this 
particularity is, that if it be otherwise, and the party prosecuted 
escape, the officer may not be punishable ; and also, that if he 
be brought before the court by habeas corpus^ the court ought to 
discharge or bail him.f Lord Hale, however, seems to be of a 
different opinion.]; The formal requisites of a commitment ap- 
pear, by the most approved authorities, to be the following. 

1. Every final commitment must be in writing, and under the 
hand and seal of the magistrate, and show the time and place of 
making it.^ A magistrate, however, may, by parole, order a 
party to be detained a reasonable time, until he can draw out a 
formal commitment. || And it is said, that though advisable, it is 
not absolutely necessary to state, that the commitment was made 
by the justice in that character ; for though his autiiority does not 
appear at the beginning of the mittimus, it may be supplied by 
averment.ir In order, however, to show the jurisdiction of the 
magistrate to take cognisance of, and commit for an offence per- 
petrated out of his county, when the party has been apprehended 
there, as in the case of a person arrested in one county, for an 
ofi^nce committed in another, it is said to be usual to state the 
fact in the commitment.''^* 

* Stat 1787, chap. 64. f Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, 8. 16 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 109. 

t 2 Hale, P. C. 122. § 2 Hale, 122; Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, 8. 18. 

II 2 Hale, 121, 122 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 109 ; 7 East, 537. 
H 2 Hale, 122. •• 1 Chit C. L. 109. 
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2. It is said in Hawkins, and other English authorities, that 
the mittimus may be made either in the King's name, or that of 
the justice awarding it ; and that the latter is the most usual.* 
But there seems to be no propriety or authority for issuing a pre- 
cept in the name of the justice. He is the mere instrument or 
organ of the Commonwealth, to enforce its laws and commands, 
and whatever he does, in his official capacity, ought to be done 
in the name of the Commonwealth. The mittimus^ therefore, 
ought to be made in the name of the Conmionwealth. 

3. The mittimus should be directed to the sheriffi and consta- 
ble, and to the gaoler and keeper of the prison, and be generally 
to carry the party to prison.f When thus directed, it commands 
the former to convey the prisoner into the custody of the latter, 
and the latter to receive and keep him.| 

4. The prisoner should be described by his name, if known ; 
and if not known, then it may be sufficient to describe the person 
by his age, stature, complexion, color of hair, and the like, and to 
add, that he refuses to tell his name.^ 

5. The mittimus ought to state that the party has been charged 
upon oadi. For although in England, it is said that a commit- 
ment for treason, or the suspicion of it, without setting forth any 
particular accusation or ground of it, is valid, yet in this country 
no criminal process can be originated, nor can any man be re- 
strained of his liberty, but by the oath of a citizen. There may 
be an exception to this rule, in cases of commitments made super 
msum^ or upon view of the offence, by the committing magistrate, 
in which cases an oath is not requisite. || But in all cases of 
crimes committed upon the view, or in the presence of a magis- 
strate, whatever may be his authority to punish them, it is 
more fit and proper that he should act the part of a witness, rath- 
er than of a magistrate ; and that he should enter his complaint 
and procure a process from another justice.lT 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 14 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 109. 
t Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 13. % Bum. J. Commitment. 

§ Bum. J. Commitment, 111 ; See ante, as to warrant against an unknown 
person. 

II 1 Leach, 167 \ 1 Chit. C. L. 110. V See ante. 
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6. Bat it is necessary to set forth the particular species of the 
crime, alleged against the party, with convenient certainty, by 
whatever authority the commitment is made.* If it be ibr felo- 
ny, it must contsun the species of felony, as " for felony of the 
death of J. S. or for burglary in breaking the house of J. S. &cc* 
and the reason is, that it may appear to the judges upon the re- 
turn of a habeas carptUj whether it be felony or not."f In the 
case of the Commonwealth v. Ward, it was decided, that anu^ 
mus, or warrant of commitment from a justice of the peace, 
ought to recite the complaint upon which it is fi^unded ; and the 
habeas corpus act contemplates that the aSEdoce shall be plainly 
and specially expressed in the warrant of commitment.! There 
are many reasons for requiring that the cause of commitment 
should be distincdy stated. For if no cause be shown, and the 
prisoner escape, it is said that the officer is not punishable.^ It 
is also said that a mittimus to answer such things as shall be ob- 
jected against him, is utterly void and against law.|| But Lord 
Hale, as before suggested, held a different opinion. He observes, 
that though it be true, that the cause of commitment, the date, 
apt conclusion, &X2. are regular and fit, he was far from thinking 
the warrant void that did not contain them ; and he thought that 
in an action for false imprisonment against the gaoler, a justifica- 
tion by virtue of such a warrant would be good ; and further, 
(contrary to the opinion of Lord Coke,) that if an escape be suf- 
fered by the gaoler upon such a warrant, it would be punishable 
in him.ir It is said also in other books, that if the mittimus do 
not contain the cause of commitment ; that is, if it do not recite 
the complaint upon which it is founded, it will be no offence un- 
der the statute for regulating prisons, to assist or enable a prison- 
er to escape from prison.** How far this doctrine would be car- 
ried or applied in our courts, is yet to be ascertained. It is 
doubdess true, that an indictment against the keeper of a prison, 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, 8. 16. f 2 Wile. IftS, 159. 

X 4 Mass. Rep. 497. § 1 Chit 111 ; and other authorities there cited. 

II Bum. J. Commitment, 111 ; 2 Inst 591. IF 2 Hale, 122. 

<* 1 Chit C. L. Ill ; 1 Leach, 97, 863. 
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either lor a voluntary or negligent escape, or against any other per« 
son for conveying instruments into a prison, to assist or enable a 
prisoner to escape, could not be maintained, without alleging and 
proving that the prisoner was legally committed to the prison. 
Such, indeed, has been the practice in thb commonwedth, in 
prosecutions upon the above mentioned statute. It will remain 
for our courts either to reconcile the opposite opinions of Haw- 
kins, Coke, and Hale, upon this subject, or to adopt and foUow 
that, which they may deem the most reasonable and best sup- 
ported. 

The necessity of adhearing to the abovementioned requisites 
in a mittimus^ or warrant of commitment, is manifest from some 
of the provisions of the statute last mentioned ;* which are, that 
sheriffi of the respective counties shall keep a true and exact 
calendar or register of all prisoners, committed to any prison un- 
der their care, in a book provided and kept for that purpose only ; 
in which book, shall he fairly and distincdy registered the names 
of all the prisoners committed to prison, vrith their places of 
abode, additions, the time of their commitment,^ what causCf 
and by what authority committed ; and of such as are committed 
for criminal ofl^ces, a description of their persons. And by the 
sixth section of this statute, ^^ every gaoler or prison-keeper, at 
the opening of the Supreme Judicial Court, or other court having 
jurisdiction of crimes and oSences within the county where he 
keeps the gaol, shall return a list of prisoners in his custody, 
therein certifying the cause for which, and the persons by whom 
they were committed, idth the cause of their commitment^ that the 
justices of the same courts respectively may take cognisance 
thereof, and proceed to make deliverance of such prisoners, ac- 
cordmg to law, for the crimes proper to the jurisdiction of the 
same courts respectively ; and also shall have the said calendar 
or register of prisoners, ready to be inspected by the said courts." 
These particulars can only be made known to the sheriff or 
gaoler by the mittimus ; which ought to contain them, particular- 
ly and precisely stated, in order that the sheriff or gaoler may be 

* Stat 1784, chap. 41. 
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thereby enabled to make out and return his calendar of prison- 
ers, according to the requirements of the statute. 

A similar duty is required of sherij9& by the common law and 
practice in England, and by a recent statute.* Another reason 
given why a warrant of commitment should set forth the crime for 
which the party is committed, is, that if he be brought before the 
court upon a haheas corpus, and it does not appear by the return 
that he is committed for, and charged with a criminal offence, 
the court will either discharge or bail him. And this rule is said 
to apply not only where no cause at all is expressed in the mtt- 
HmuSf but also when it is so loosely set forth, that the court can- 
not judge whether it were a reasonable ground of imprisonment.f 
And therefore, if the commitment be for felony, it must not be 
pro felania generally, but it must contain the special nature of 
the felony. It is observed by Hawkins,]; that there are prece- 
dents of commitments in good authors, for felony in general, 
without stadng the specific accusation. In the case of John 
Wilkes,<^ which was a commitment for publishing '^ a most infa- 
mous and seditious libel, entitled the North Briton, number 45, 
tending to inflame the minds and alienate the afiection of the 
people from his majesty, and to excite them to traitorous insinua- 
tions against the government," it was held insufBcient, though it 
was urged that the libel ought to have been set fort^ in order that 
the court, oji a habeas corpus^ might be able to determine the 
amount of bail. Cases are mentioned in Hawkins of this kind, 
where one was committed for manifold contumacy to the high 
commissioned court ; or for refusing to answer before them to 
certain articles ; for insolent behavior, and words spoken at the 
counsel board, all of which are very properly said to be not good 
without stating and showing the specific nature of the offences. || 
It has been held that a commitment, which charged the defendant 
generally with insulting justices of the peace, without specifying 

* 2 Hale, 122 ; 65 Geo. III. 

t Hawk.b. 2, c. 16, 8. 16; 1 Chit C. L. Ill, and other authorities there cited. 

t Hawk. b. 2, c, 16, s. 16. § 2 Wils. 153, 169. 

II Hawk. b. 2; c. 16, s. 16, and the numerous cases there cited. 
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what he said or did, is good.* But this decision seems repug- 
nant to the cases and principles laid down in Hawkins, and the 
other books of authority. And it is certain that such a commit- 
ment would not be sufficient in this state, after the decision in 
Ward's case, before quoted.f 

When the facts of the case will warrant a commitment for 
felony (and for the same reason any other crime), the mit- 
timus should not be on suispicion of felony ; for it was said by 
Lord Mansfield, that on such a commitment a party has a right 
to be bailed under the habeas corpus act ; and that a person who 
facilitates the escape of a party so conmiitted, would not be in- 
dictable, j; The correctness of this opinion is not readily per- 
ceived ; for there is no question that a magistrate, both at com- 
mon law, and by the statute of this commonwealth,^ may arrest 
and examine a supposed o£[ender upon suspicion ; and if so, it 
is his duty to commit or bail him, if the offence charged be of a 
capital nature, or beyond the jurisdiction of a justice to try. If 
then the arrest, examination, and consequent commitment, be 
legal, the party is no more entided to be discharged or bailed up- 
on a habeas corpusj because he was committed upon suspicion, 
than if he had been committed upon an absolute charge ; and 
it should seem that the duty of the court, upon a habeas corpus, 
would be the same in one case as in the other ; that is, they 
would exercise their power of bailing, remanding, or discharging 
the party, as the result of the inquiry upon the habeas corpus 
would justify, whether he were committed upon suspicion or upon 
a positive accusation. 

Upon tlie subject of the present inquiry, that is, with what 
degree of precision the offence charged, ought to be stated in the 
mUtimus, there is evidendy considerable contradiction in the En- 
glish authorities. The cases are collated and apparendy thrown 
together without much order or method, in Chitty's late treatise 
on criminal law. Some of them are not applicable to our laws 
and practice. There seems to be no difficulty m pointing out or 
adopting a clear and rational mode of procedure in this part of 

* 2 Bernard, 155. f 4 Mass. Rep. 497. 1 1 Leach, 98, n. a ; Id. 97, 868. 
(Hab. Corp. act, 1784, chap. 72; see addiUonal act 1808, chap. 80. 
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a justice's duty ; for it is suggested, or rather it is clearly setded 
in Ward's case ; to wit, that the crime for which the party is 
committed should be set forth with the same precision in the 
fniVtimus, that it is in the complaint; and that for this purpose, 
the body of the complaint should be recited in the miitimus. 
When the description of the oflence is long and very mmute, as 
in cases of perjury, conspiracy, libel, Sz;c. perhaps if an abstract, 
or the substance of the complaint, be inserted in the ndttimuti it 
would not be invalid. This is always done in the capias which 
issues upon an indictment in these cases. 

It is said in the English books, that if the commitment itself 
be informal, yet, if the corpus delicti appear in the deposition 
returned to the court, the defendant will not be bailed upon a 
habeas corpus^ but remanded.^ We have no such practice as 
taking and returning depositions, in any stage of a criminal pro- 
cess, unless in some particular cases of urgent necessity, when a 
deposition is taken at the request of the defendant, and by the 
consent of the counsel for the government, to be used on the tri- 
al of a cause. In all examinations before a magistrate, the evi- 
dence is given viva voce by the witnesses, and in the presence of 
the party accused. When these examinations result in a com- 
mitment, and the party thinks himself entitled to be discharged 
or bailed, he brings bis habeas corpus before the Supreme Ju- 
dicial Court, if in session, or some oae of the justices of it, in 
the vacation. In the inquiry and hearing by the court or judge, 
the party complaining produces his witnesses, and in this man- 
ner the facts and circumstances, under which the crime was com- 
mitted, are fully inquired into, and thereupon the prisoner is 
discharged, bailed, or remanded, as the result of the inquiry 
may jusdfy. 

7. The mitdmas should point out the place of imprisonment, 
and not merely direct that the party shall be taken to prison. 
When the commitment is to take place in a county where there 
are several common or county gaols, the mittimus ought to di- 
rect to which of them the prisoner shall be committed ; for if 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 118, and cases tbere cited. 



THE COmtlTICENT. 113 

the direction be, that be shall be committed to either of the gaols 
in the county, the officer who Is to convey him to prison and ex- 
ecute the warrant would be authorized to commit him to the 
most distant as well as the nearest prison to the place where he 
was examined. There is no necessity or propriety m giving the 
officer this power ; for, in general, it is proper that the commit- 
ment should be to the nearest prison, not only with the object of 
saving expense, but to prevent the opportunity of escape or res- 
cue. Whenever, through the insufficiency of the nearest gaol, 
or from any other cause, it is expedient to order the commit- 
ment to be made in one more distant, the magistrate, and not the 
officer who executes the warrant of commitment, ought to be the 
judge of this expediency. Many escapes have been effected, 
during the conveyance of prisoners from the place of examina- 
tion to distant gaols, by old o&nders, in the custody of in- 
experienced officers. And although they may ultimately be 
removed, from the gaols to which they are committed, to the 
place where they are to be tried, the danger of escape, and the 
expense attending their commitment, are considerably diminish- 
ed by the mode of procedure here recommended. 

8. As to the time and mode of imprisonment, it is observed 
that the mittimus must have an apt conclusion. No precise form 
for this precept has been established by statute provision ; yet it 
seems to be as worthy of legislative interference, as most of the 
precepts, the forms of which have been established by legislative 
authority. We must therefore resort to the rules of the com- 
mon law as guides in this particular. The words used in the 
conclusion are, to detain the prisoner " until he shall be discharg- 
ed by due course of law."* These words are said to be proper, 
only when the party is committed for an offence not bailable ; 
but when he is committed for want of sureties for a bailable of- 
fence, it is said to be usual to direct the gaoler to " keep the 
prisoner in his said custody, for want of sureties, or until he shall 
be discharged by due course of law." The mittimus may com- 
mand the gaoler to keep the party " in safe custody ; " for if 

* 2 Hale, 128 ; Hawk. b. 2, c 16, s. 18. 
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every gaoler be bound by law to keep his prisoner in such cus- 
tody, there can be no objection to reminding him of Ins duty in 
the mittimus ;* and if the conclusion be irr^ular, it will not vi- 
tiate the mittimut ; and thereibre, if a commitment, " till further 
order," be made by a justice, yet a breach of prison, under such 
a warrant, would be an offence ; and if the party were removed 
by habeas corpus^ yet if the cause and manner of his commit- 
ment be such as to require his detention in custody, ot his find- 
ing sureties, he shall be bailed or committed accordingly and not 
discharged, because the informal conclusion will be rejected. 
Such a warrant would be a good justification in an action ci false 
imprisonment against the gaoler, though the right conclusion be 
omitted, or the wrong conclusion inserted. It is a lawM war- 
rant, notwithstanding the omission or incongruity of the conclu- 
sion, so as to make the voluntary permissbn of an escape, or t)ie 
breach of prison, a punishable offence.f 

No precise mode of introducing the statement of the offence 
appears to be material. Either of the foUowmg forms will an- 
swer, " charged with feloniously assaulting," &c. or ** with hav- 
ing on,*' &c. or " charged with a misdemeanor, viz. with having," 
&c. or <' for that he the said A. B. on," &c. ; and then recite 
the complaint, aceordiog to the decision in Ward's case.J The 
latter is decidedly the prefi^able form t)f introducing the state- 
ment of the crime, for which the party is to be committed. If 
the offence be against a statute, the description should close with 
the words, ^' contraiy to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided." This, indeed, will be only continuing the 
description of the offence in the complaint, if the complaint be 
properly drawn ; for the description, in all ounces against penal 
statutes, must conclude, " contrary to the form of the statute, 
(or statutes), in such case made and provided." 

The form of die mittimus states, at the beginning, the style and 
jurisdiction of the justice, and is directed to die constables of a 
town named in die mittimus^ or to the sheriff or his deputy, and 

• Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, s. 15 ; 1 Stia. S. f 1 Hale, 684. 

1 4 Mass. Rep. 497. 
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to the keeper of the particular gaol to which the justice intends 
the prisoner shall be committed ; and commands the sheriffi and 
constable to convey the prisoner into the custody of the gaoler, 
and the gaoler to receive and keep him in the said gaol, undl he 
shall be thence delivered by due course of law. 

It is the duty of the gaoler to receive the party ; and if he 
refuse, or unlawfiiUy demand any thing for receiving him, it is 
an indictable offence.* If the gaoler will not receive him, it is 
said the person who arrested him may, in such case, keep the 
prisoner b his own house.f The officer, to whose custody he 
was committed on the mittisiuSf may, in such case, keep the 
priscHier until the gaoler can be induced or compelled to receive 
him. 

The expense of conveying the prisoner to gaol is to be de* 
frayed by the govemmept. This expense is sometimes made to 
exceed the bounds of reason or necessity, and when that is the 
case it will not be allowed by the court before whom the prisoner 
is to be tried. There are no stated fees for that part of the ex- 
pense in the service of a mUtimuSy which usually constitutes the 
largest item, viz* the mode of conveyance and travelling, and the 
support of the prisoner on the way. These are regulated, as to 
the amount allowed, altogether by the discretion of the court. 
By the English statutes of 3 James I. and 27 Geo. II. the ex- 
penses of conveying the prisoner to gaol who is committed by a 
justice of the peace for any offence or misdemeanor, and also of 
his guard, shall be defrayed by the prisoner, if he have the means 
and ability to do it ; and if he refuse, the justice may issue his 
warrant to seize and sell a sufficient quantity of his goods, for 
this purpose. And when the prisoner has not money or goods 
in the county where he is taken sufficient to pay these expenses, 
the latter act directs that a justice may, by his warrant, order tlie 
treasurer of the county to pay the same. By the habeas corpus 
act, 31 Car. IL the charge of conveying an offender is limited 
so as not to exceed twelve pence per mile. A similar provision 
in this commonwealth would not only be extremely salutary, but 

^DaltJ.cnO; 1 Chit C. L. 117. fid. 
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be the means of preventing exorbitant demands, and no small 
degree of imposition upon the government, in the usual expenses 
of a criminal prosecution. 

If the magistrate acting within the scope of his authority and 
jurisdiction, but taking an erroneous view of the efiect of the 
evidence, should come to a wrong conclusion, and commit the 
defendant, and he should be afterwards discharged by the higher 
court on a habeas corpug^ yet the magistrate would not, on that 
account, be liable to an action of damages.* 

It is enacted by the habeas corpus act,f that every officer, to 
whose custody any prisoner shall be committed, shall, within six 
hours after demand made, deliver such prisoner a true copy of 
the warrant or process by which he stands committed, under a 
penalty which is provided in the sixth section of the act. 

It will be recollected that the commitment, in all cases, must 
be for trial at the next term of the court for the county, in which 
the trial is to be had ; and that all recognisances must also be 
taken for the next term of the court to which they are made re- 
turnable. 



CHAPTER VII. 

THE TAXATION OF COSTS, AND CERTIFYING AND RETURNING THE 

PROCESS INTO COURT. 

It is a general maxim of the common law, that the govern- 
ment neither pays nor receives costs. In England, although a 
criminal prosecution is considered as at the suit of the king, and 
is instituted and prosecuted in his name, it is in fact carried 
on by the prosecutor, and no costs, at common law, were 
payable, whatever might be the event of the prosecution. 
But this discouragement to the prosecution of ofienders has been 

< * 14 East, 82 ; 1 Chll. C. L. 95. f Statute 1784, chap. 72, sec. 6. 
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in some degree removed by several statutes.''^ By one of these 
it is enacted, that it shall be in the power of the court, before 
whom any person had been tried and convictedy to order, at the 
prayer of the prosecutor, the treasurer of the county in which 
the ofl^nce was committed, to pay his reasonable expenses, and 
to make a further allowance for his time and trouble. And by 
a subsequent statute,f a similar allowance was to be made where 
the defendant was acquitted^ after a bond fde prosecution for 
which there was a reasonable foundation. By the provisions of 
a more recent statute,! the fees of officers, in criminal prosecu- 
tions, have been materially altered, or done away ; and provision 
is made to indemnify the officers, out of the county rate, in pro- 
portion to the amount they had been accustomed to receive. 

As the government never pays costs, it follows that the defend- 
ant, though acquitted, must defend himself at his own expense ; 
unless in capital trials, in all which it is the practice, in this state, 
for the court to assign counsel to the prisoner, (who are bound, 
as a professional duty, to defend him on his trial, without pecuni- 
ary compensation,) and to direct his vritnesses to be summon- 
ed at the public expense, and paid out of the public treasury. 

The statute of this commonwealth, establishing and regulating 
the fees of office, was originally passed February 13, 1796.^ 
It was a temporary act, and was to continue in force two years. 
By divers subsequent acts it has been revived, and continued in 
force to the present time. 

A faithful adherence to the provisions of this statute, in the 
taxation of costs in criminal prosecutions, is a very important 
duty of a justice of the peace. It has been so difierentiy con- 
strued, or carelessly executed, that littie uniformity has been 
preserved in the practice of justices, in the different counties, 
and even in the same county. From these causes, the bills 
of cost, sent up to the Supreme Judicial Court, have varied in 
amount from twenty-five to a hundred per cent, for similar fees 
and services. Yet the fees of the several officers are stated in 

* 4 Bla. Com. 361, 862 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 825. f 18 Geo. III. 

i 56 Geo. III. § Statute 1795, chap. 41. 
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the statute with very little ambiguiQr. There appears to be but 
one instance where a justice is permitted to use his discredon as 
to the amount of the fee or compensation to be taxed ; and that 
is, to the officer for summoning witnesses, whose fees, in some 
special cases, may be increased to what the court may judge 
reasonable. This discretion, upon a liberal construction of the 
statute, may be extended to justices, as well as other courts, al- 
though the former are not expressly mentioned. In all odier 
cases, the fees allowed and accrumg upon a criminal prosecu- 
tion before a justice, appear to be plainly and eiqplicidy stated in 
the statute. 

It requires some degree of fimmess in an acting magistrate, to 
restrict officers and witnesses, particularly the former, to their 
legal fees in the taxation of costs. They generally think them- 
selves inadequately compensated by them ; and in some special 
instances and services, their complaints are just. When their 
bills are to be examined and allowed in the Supreme Judicial 
Court, there is a power in that tribunal, (which has always been 
lib^ally exercised,) to allow them an adequate compensation. 
But it is doubted whether justices of the peace can legally exer- 
cise such power, in cases confined to their own jurisdiction. 
When extra, exorbitant, or unlawful fees and expenses are charg- 
ed and claimed by officers or witnesses, in cases to be sent up to 
the superior courts for trial, the justice, strictly speaking, cannot 
allow or disallow them. In these cases, the whole process, and 
every thing pertainbg to it, are transferred from the justice to the 
lugher courts, there to be finally examined and decided upon. 
But it is the duty of the justice to require those who claim the 
extra allowance, to state minutely and specifically the items of it ; 
which he b to insert in the bill of cost, that when it is copied 
and sent up, it may appear for what particular services or ex- 
penses the extra allowance is claimed. A more particular di- 
rection upon this subject will be given hereafter, when the seve- 
ral items of a bill of cost are considered. With respect to the 
justice's own fees, although, in practice, there has been a con- 
siderable difference in the sums charged by difierent justices for 
similar services, yet they are so plably stated in the statute, which 
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we usually call the 7%6 bSl, that there seems to be no difficulty 
in correctly ascertaining them. 

The fees to be taxed in a criminal process, before a justice of 
the peace, are, 1st, those of the justice ; 2d, those of the wit- 
nesses ; and 3d, those of the officer and his assistants. 

1. The fees allowed to a justice are for receiving a complaint 
and issuing a warrant, ^y cents. The term " receiving a com- 
plsdnt," by practical construction, includes the duty of drawing 
it up. In ordinary cases, the party complainmg appUes to the 
justice, states the nature of his complaint, which the justice 
thereupon reduces to legal and technical form. Sometimes, 
when the crime to be prosecuted requires a long and very par- 
ticular description, as perjury, conspiracy, &c. the complainant 
applies to counsel, has his complaint drawn up, and presents it 
to the justice ready written. There is no objection to this prac- 
tice whenever the party thinks proper to adopt it ; and in the 
prosecution of offences which require a long and technical de- 
scription, it is, on many accounts, convenient and useful. Justi* 
ces of the peace, who have not had a professional education, are 
generally incompetent to this undertaking ; yet the constitution 
requires that no person shall be held to answer to an offence 
until the same is formally (that is, technically) as well as sub- 
stantially described to him in the complaint or process upon 
which he is arrested. 

But as the prosecution of crimes in this country is not only in 
the name, but purely by the authori^ and instrumentality of the 
government and its officers, and not, as in England, by the in- 
strumentality of an individual prosecutor, whoever originates a 
public prosecution, has a right to have the accusation drawn up 
and proceeded upon, free of expense to him, either by the mag- 
istrate or public prosecutor. And therefore this duty of drawing 
up the complaint, as well as receiving it, in all criminal prosecu- 
tions which are originated before a magistrate, devolves upon 
him ; and thence arises the necessity of his being well versed in 
this branch of his du^. It may not be improper to repeat in 
this place, that the common practice, in this state, of making the 
warrant and complaint upon the same sheet of paper, and send- 
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ing the latter out of the hands and power of the magistrate into 
the hands of the officer, to be carried wherever he is obliged to 
go to execute his warrant, to be examined, exposed, lost, or de- 
stroyed, instead of remaining in the office, and on the files of 
the justice, is liable to serious objections. 

The next item, in the bill of cost to be taxed for the justice, 
is for entering the complaint, rendering judgment and recording 
the same, examining, allowing, and taxing the costs, and filing the 
papers, seventy-Jive cents. The duty for which thb sum is al- 
lowed, as it is expressed in the fee bill, comprehends the whole 
proceedings on the examination and trial, from the arraignment 
of the defendant, to the rendering of judgment and taxation of 
costs. This is generally a very inconsiderable allowance for the 
service required ; and in some instances, it is wholly inadequate. 
In many cases the examination necessarily occupies a whole 
day ; the party is often necessarily detained, either by commit- 
ment or recognisance, for further examination, and then, several 
hearings upon different days may be required. There is no ex- 
isting statute provision to remedy this inconvenience. But it has 
been remedied in certain cases, by the general discretionary pow- 
er vested in the Supreme Judicial Court, which is always exer- 
cised in favor of magistrates whose services, in the cases alluded 
to, cannot be compensated by a strict limitation to their establish- 
ed fees. This liberality has been generally confined to exami- 
nations in capital cases ; but it has also, in some few special and 
extraordinary instances, been extended to others. The exami- 
nation of prisoners, charged with homicide and other capital offen- 
ces, (especially in the country,) is usually and necessarily attend- 
ed with great labor, anxiety, and responsibility, on the part of 
the magistrate. It is evident that the established fees, m these 
cases, are wholly inadequate to the sennces rendered to the gov- 
ernment ; and, therefore, it has been usual for the magistrate, or 
magistrates, (if more than one are called to attend the examina- 
tion,) to make out an account against the Commonwealth, in 
which is charged their actual expenses, including a reasonable 
allowance for their time. Such accounts, containing reasonable 
charges of this nature, have been allowed. In some few instan- 
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ces, siinilar allowances have been granted, in the Supreme Court 
of this state, for extra services in the examination of cases not 
capital ; such as arise in the detection and prosecution of bands 
or companies of counterfeiters ot bank notes ; high handed and 
dangerous riots, &c. Allowances of this description, however, 
are rarely made, and are not to be expected by magistrates, un<^ 
less in cases attended with extraordinary difficulty and labor. 

The next item of fees, allowed to the justice, is, for recognis- 
mg persons charged with crimes, for their appearance at court, 
and for certifying and returning the same, with or without sureties, 
iwenly-five centSj to be paid by the person so recognising. As 
this fee is to be paid by the party who enters into the recognis- 
ance, it cannot be charged to the government, and consequently 
must not be put into the bill of cost. The reason for requiring 
the party to pay this fee, probably is, that he is bound to provide 
and tender his sureties, and to do all other things that may be 
necessary to entitle him to be discharged upon his producing 
sufficient bail* The service required for this fee may be out of 
all proportion to its amount. One part of this service is to certify 
and return the recognisance to court. When the justice lives 
in the town where the court is holden, the duty of returning the 
recognisance is attended with litde trouble ; but a justice, who 
resides at a distance from the shire town, must either travel thith- 
er himself to return the recognisance, or intrust it to the care and 
conveyance of others ; and if, in either case, it is not delivered 
into court, or returned to the clerk's office on the morning of the 
first day of the term, he is liable to a fine for the neglect.''^ In 
such cases the establbhed iee is wholly inadequate to the service 
required. 

The fact is, that when the act establishing the fees of office 
was ipade, justices of the peace constituted the Court of Gene- 
ral Sesidons of the Peace in the county. It was then not only 
their duty to attend that court, but they were paid for their travel 
and attendance. The recognisances, therefore, taken for that 
court y were delivered in by the justices in the due course of their 
official duty, and without extra trouble. But since the abolition 

* Ex parto Neal, 14 M. R. 205. 
16 
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of the Court of Sessions, the justices have not this privilege m 
the return of their recognisances. And therefore the fee at pres- 
ent allowed for that service ought to be enhanced. 

The last item in the bill of cost to be taxed for the justice, b 
a mittimus on a criminal accusation, ttventy-Jioe cents* In another 
part of the fee bill, under the head of*' Justices' fees," there is an 
allowance of ten cents for every subpoena. As this is put down 
among the fees of a justice in eivU cases, it was probably intended 
by the framers of the fee bill, to be restricted to a civil process. 
By the second section of the act, vesting certain powers in justi- 
ces of the peace in criminal cases,* they are expressly authorized 
to grant svbpcenas for witnesses in criminal cases pending before 
any of the courts, and before themselves ; but no fee for such 
subpcmas is established by that act ; nor is such fee otherwise 
established in the fee biU, than is before stated. As it is reason- 
able, and not inconsistent with the act, that this fee should be 
taxed in criminal cases, it has been the practice to allow it. 

There are no other fees mentioned or contemplated in the act 
establishing and regulating the fees of officers, to be allowed a 
justice of the peace in a criminal prosecution, than those already 
stated. There are, however, some other duties and services ne- 
cessary in such prosecutions, for which no established fee is or- 
dained, but which have been usually charged and allowed. The 
first of these is the duty of recognising the witnesses on the part of 
the Commonwealth, and enjoining upon them a punctual attend- 
ance upon the court. The practice of recognising the witnesses to 
testify on behalf of the Commonwealth, is not regulated by any 
statute. It is sanctioned by constant usage, grounded, (it is pre- 
sumed,) upon the two statutes of 1 &d 2, and 2 b 3 of Phil. & 
Mary, by which express authority is given to a justice to bind 
over witnesses to appear and give evidence against a party indict- 
ed. For the taking of the recognisance of witnesses, the same 
fee has been allowed, as is established for taking the recognisance 
of the party. Whenever this duty is neglected, the consequences 
are extremely embarrassing, and occasion great and unnecessary 
expense in summoning the witnesses, and in the consequent de« 

* Statute 1783, chap. &1. 
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lay of the business of the grand jury ; all which may be prevent- 
ed without incoDvenieace to the magistrate, by doing his duty in 
this particular* When the witnesses are all present, one recogpi* 
sance for the whole of them is sufficient, and is all that will be 
allowed the jusdce in the taxation of his costs. To this rule, 
however, there doubtless may be exceptions ; as where the re- 
cognbances of the witnesses are necessarily taken at different 
times. 

The other duty of the justice in these prosecutions, for which 
no established fee is [provided, is that of making out, certifying, 
and sending up with the recognisance, a copy of the process. 
The fee which, in ordinary cases, the court have allowed for 
these cojHes, has been one doUar» But in particular cases a larger 
and more adequate allowance will be made, in proportion to the 
length of the documents copied. The statutes of Phil, h 
Mary, before mentioned, enact, that the justices who bail or com- 
mit for the offences therein specified, shall certify the examina- 
tions as well as the recognisances, at the next court of general 
gaol delivery to be holden within the limits of their jurisdiction. 
Our practice of returning copies of the process, as well as of the 
recognisance, is probably founded upon these statutes ; for we 
have no statute provision upon the subject. ' It does not appear 
by any statute, that any part of the process is required to be re- 
turned or sent up, except the recognisance of the party ; and 
this is not required by any positive enactment, but only by impli- 
cation suggested in that part of the fee bill, which allows a fee 
for certifying and returning it. The necessity of depositing it 
in the court to which it is returnable, is, indeed, dictated by the 
nature of the instrument ; for the recovery of the penalty cannot 
otherwise be enforced. It is remarkable that no statute provision 
is made or contemplated, sanctioning and regulating the practice 
of takmg and certifying the recognisances of witnesses in crimi- 
nal cases ; and that no form of a scire facias^ either upon the for- 
feiture of such recognisances, or of the recognisances of the 
party and his sureties, is established ia the act of prescribing the 
form of writs in civil cases.* All our practice, upon these im- 

* Statute 1784, chap. 28. 
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poitant parts of a criminal prosecutioo, seems to be fomided upoo, 
and regulated by immemorial usage, or by an adoption, in prac- 
tice, of the above mentioned statutes of William and Mary. 

The proceedings or documents, which ought to be copied, 
certified, and returned to court, with the recognisance of the par- 
ty, are the complaint, the warrant, the record, order, or sentence 
of the justice upon the examination, the recognisances of the 
party when taken, the recognisances of the witnesses, and the 
bill of cost ; and when it is the practice to take the examination 
of the party in writing, the original of that also, (and not the 
copy,) is to be sent up with the other documents. Other papers, 
such as the subpoena, Skc. need not be copied or transmitted. If 
the complamt be correctly drawn, it furnishes all the necessary 
information to the public prosecutor, as to the description of the 
person, addition be. of the defendant, and the nature of the of- 
fence. With the copy of the warrant, a copy of the officer's 
return must be certified, which must contain a minute and spe- 
cific statement of his fees and expenses, the names of the per- 
sons employed as aid, with the number of hours that each was 
employed in the service of the warrant. Without this document 
no bill of cost can be completed, in the higher courts. The 
record, or order of the justice, is generally of no use, except in 
cases where the defendant has made a voluntary confession of 
the crime charged upon him, and a record of such confession is 
duly made by the justice. Such a confession may be given in 
evidence against the culprit, either before the grand jury, or on 
his trial. The voluntary examination of the party, signed by 
him, and transmitted by the justice to the court, with the other 
documents in the case, is of similar use and validity, as the record 
of a confession, or plea of guilty before the magistrate. The 
necessity of returning to court the other documents, viz. the re- 
cognisances of the party and witnesses, and a copy of the bill of 
cost, is too evident to require explanation. In respect to the 
former, the whole object of taking them will be defeated, unless 
they are returned . into court ; and as to the. latter, no costs can 
be allowed or paid, but by the order of the court to which the 
process is returned. 
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There is another item, which some justices of the peace fre- 
quently put into their bills of cost, in criminal prosecution, which 
is not allowed in the fee bill, viz. the services and attendance of 
an attorney. This item is constandy disaUowed in the taxation 
of costs in the Supreme Court, except in the cases hereafter 
mentioned. It is a common practice for the complainant or party 
injured, to employ counsel upon the examination before the ma- 
gistrate* In all cases of misdemeanor, when this is done, he is 
to be paid by the party who employs him, and not by the gov- 
ernment, and consequendy his fees are not to be put into the bill 
of cost. There may be exceptions to this rule, in cases requir- 
ing extraordinary labor and attendon, or professional talents. 
But whenever these cases occur, it is the duty of the magistrate 
to give notice of them to the public prosecutors, and to request 
their attendance ; and when the assistance of these officers cannot 
be obtained, and other profesinonal aid is necessary, it will, in 
some extraordinary cases, be compensated, upon application to 
the court, in prosecutions for misdemeanors of a dangerous and 
atrocious character. 

But in all examinations of offences of a capital nature^ when 
the assistance of the public prosecutors cannot be obtained, it is 
usual, and becomes the duty of the examining magistrate, to pro- 
cure the attendance and aid of some other respectable gendeman 
of the profession, to represent the government, and conduct the 
examination. For this service of an attorney, the Supreme 
Court have constandy and readily allowed a proper compensa- 
tion. The course to be pursued in obtaining it, is, to make out 
an account of the services, and have it presented to the court for 
allowance ; and not for the justice to insert it as a part of the 
bill of cost. 

2. The fees of witnesses, in criminal causes before a justice 
of the peace, established in the fee bill, are, for their attendance, 
thirty-three cents per day, and for their travel, ybur cents for each 
mile, going out and returning home. 

In taxing the bill of cost, the name of each witness must be 
separately mentioned ; and the amount of his fees carried out 
against his name. The reason for this is, that when a copy of 
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the bill of cost is certified to the county treasurer, aooompanied 
with an order of court to pay the amount, the name of every 
person who is to receive any part of it must appear upon the biU, 
to enable the treasurer to settle and pay it ; the mode of dcixig 
which is, for each person whose name is in the bill, to receipt 
upon the back of it, when his fees are received. And it is not 
sufficiently correct to cany out the amount of a witness's fees, 
without stating the number of miles he has travelled, and of the 
days he has attended.^ And when witnesses are summoned to 
testify on several prosecutions, pending at the same court, die rule 
is to allow them their travel in one case, and their attendance in 
aU the others. 

3. The fees of sheriffi and constables, on a criminal process 
returnable before a justice of the peace, require a particular ex- 
planation. With respect to such of them as are specially stated 
in the fee bill, there can exist no difficulty or uncertainty as to 
their amount, — but with respect to such as may be increased or 
diminished at the discretion of the court, the adjustment of them 
is frequently attended with no small degree of trouble and diffi- 
culty. 

The first item is for the service of the warrant, thiriy cents. 
The second is for aid m criminal cases. The sums stated in the 
fee bill are, to each perscm employed as aid, for every twelve 
hours' attendance, including expenses, one dollar^ and so in pro« 
portion for a greater or less time ; hud four cents for each nule's 
travel, going out and returning home. 

Impositions, sometimes practised by officers in their charges 
for the services of aids, may be prevented by proper caution in 
the magistrate. The fees and charges in the officer's return of 
the warrant ought to be particularly inspected and corrected, at 
the time when it was made. And the justice ought to require, 
that the names of the persons employed as aid, together with the 
precise number of hours that each of them were employed, to- 
getlier with the amount of travel of each person thus employed, 
should be specially stated in the officer's return. No bill of cost 

* See post, Uie foim of the biU of cost. 
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can be conrectlj taxed, or ought to be allowed, without such spe- 
cification. The practice of some officers is to charge a round 
sum for aid, without naming the persons, or specifying the time 
or distance of their attendance and travel. Charges thus loosely 
made, are constantly rejected in the final taxation of the costs in 
the Supreme Court. The consequence is, that the officer is not 
only delayed in the receipt of his legal fees, but is obliged to 
make a special application to the court for their allowance ; and 
thus the trouble of taxing the bill, and finishing the proceedings in 
the process, are greatly and unreasonably increased. But if the 
directions above given are complied with, viz. for the justice to 
require the officer to state in his return the names of the persons 
employed as aid, the number of hours they were employed, and 
the number of miles they have travelled, it can be seen at once 
whether the fees, for the service of the warrant, are legally and 
correcdy charged. And it is the duty of the justice in all cases 
where the officer refuses or neglects to comply with these direc- 
tions, to refijse to certify die copy of the return. 

The next item allowed to officers is, for summoning witnesses 
in crimbal cases, ten cents for each witness, and his travel, which 
is to be the same as on the service of. a warrant, which will be 
presently noticed in considering that item. This fee, for the offi- 
cer's travel on the service of a summons for ^tnesses, may, by a 
provision in the fee bill, be increased, in special cases, to what 
the court may judge reasonable. This is a very proper and ne- 
cessary provbion ; for it often happens that the attendance of a 
witness may be unexpectedly required under circumstances 
which render a jpecioJ service of the summons indispensable. 

The practice of converting the warrant into a summons, that 
is, the naming of the witnesses at the close of the warrant, and 
commanding the officer to summon them, making that a part of 
his duty in the execution of the warrant, has, by some judicious 
magistrates, been thought to be liable to objections. The incon- 
venience (if any) of this practice must depend upon the circum- 
stances of each particular case. When the arrest and safe keep- 
ing of the prisoner can be accomplished, and the witnesses sum- 
moned at the same time, without danger of an escape, and with- 
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out additional expense for aid, there seems to be no objection to 
the practice. The officer, it is true, is responsible for the safe 
keeping of the prisoner after be has arrested him, and it must be, 
for that reason, a breach of his duty, either to incur the least 
danger of an escape, or to increase the expenses of the service 
of the warrant, by travelling to di&rent places to summon wit- 
nesses during the time the pris(mer is in his custody. When the 
officer can make the arrest and summon the witnesses named in 
the warrant at the same time, without a breach of his duty as to 
the safe keepmg of the prisoner, it will be a saving both of time 
and expense in the execution of the process; but when this can- 
not be done, a separate summons for the witnesses ought to be 
made out, and given to the officer. 

The travelling fees of the officer, for the service of a warrant, 
or other precept in criminal cases, is another item of officers' fees 
of this description, mentioned in the fee bill. The sum establish- 
ed for this service is four cents a mile ; the travel to be camputed 
from the place of service to the court or place of return by the 
usual way. And it is further provided, that only one travel shall 
be allowed for one warrant ; and that if the same be served on 
more than one person, the travel is to be computed from that 
place of service which may be most remote from the place of- 
return, with all further necessary travel in serving such warrant.* 
The travelling fees, and all other fees of service, are to be en- 
dorsed on the warrant by the officer serving the same, otherwise 
they cannot be aUowed.f The preceding remarks relative to 
the duty of officers, in stating specifically the names of the per- 
sons employed by them as assistants, their services and travel, as 
well as their own, are in conformity with this last requirement of 
the statute. 

There is also an allowance of seventy-five cents to the officer, 
for attending the court and keeping the prisoner, for every twelve 
hours, in criminal cases ; and so in proportion for a greater or 
less time. The number of hours employed by the officer in this 
service, ought likewise to be specially stated in his return upon 
the warrant and in the bill of cost. 

* Statute 1795, chap. 41. f lb. 



TAXATION or COSTS. 120 

Besides the fees and services of officers before enumerat- 
ed, there are others, for which charges are frequently, indeed 
constantly made ; none of which are recognised or hinted at in 
the fee bilL Concerning these, there has-been no general rule, 
either as to their admission or the rate of their allowance. Per- 
haps some of them were intended to be embraced in the cxpres* 
sion of the statute, '* with all further necessary travel in serving 
such warrant."* There is no existing provision for the allow- 
ance of the necessary expense so frequently incurred, in the con- 
veyance of prisoners, from the place of arrest to the place of 
axamination ; unless it may be supposed to be embraced in the 
clause of the statute above quoted. Yet in some cases it has 
been usual to allow an officer for this expense, when it appears 
to have been necessary, and reasonably chaiged. There is also 
the expense of the necessary food of the prisoner, while in cus- 
tody, which officers frequendy undertake to advance and charge 
among the other expenses of the service of the warrant. Ex- 
penses of the nature above referred to, are frequendy incurred 
from necessity, and dictated by humanity. Our practice in these 
cases is more liberal than that of England, where a prisoner, 
committed by a magistrate, is not only obliged to defray his own 
expenses, if he have sufficient property therefor, but to pay for 
his own guard ; and if he refuse or neglect to do so, his goods 
may be seized and sold at auction, and the proceeds appropriated 
for that purpose.f 

Charges of this nature, made by officers, ought to be examin- 
ed with caution before they are allowed. They have no right to 
impose this tax upon the government, unless in cases where ne- 
cessiQr or humanity require it. In all cases where a prisoner is 
able to provide for his own conveyance, and pay for his own ex- 
penses, the officer has no right to advance them with an expec- 
tation that they will be allowed him by the government. In proper 
cases, however, if he does it, it is presumed he will be indemnifi- 
ed, especially his advances for the necessafy food of the prison- 
er ; for it is not the principle of this government that any person, 

* Statute 1795, chap. 41. f 1 Chit^C. L. 116; 117. 
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n^etem AeguSigj dioald idfer hunger or durst in a christian 
hnd } it rather adopts and fbUows the divine and heavenly spirit, 
which enables the prisoner to say, ** I was an hungered, and ye 
gave me meat ; I was thirsty, and ye gave me drink ; I was sick 
and in prison, and ye came unto me." There have been cases 
where the officers have undertaken to supply their prisoners with 
spirituous liquor, and to charge it as a part of the expenses of 
executing the warrant. Such a charge cannot be allowed under 
any circumstances, unless the liquor was necessary and used as 
a medicine. Eceira services, as they are denonainated, without 
any specification of their nature, or of the necessity of performr 
iog them, will always be rejected, when charged in that manner 
in the execution of any precept. 

The practice of some officers, of charging fees several dmes 
over, fi>r what is in fact but one service, is not legal, and requires 
notice and correcdon in the magistrate ; as when an officer has 
several warrants or other precepts against the same individual. 
Instances have occurred, where the fees of persons employed as 
aid have been charged upon as many warrants as the officer may 
have had commited to him, against the same person, though upon 
iMit one and the same arrest. Although the prisoner may be 
considered to be in his custody on each of the watrantsy yet the 
services of the aid in guarding the same indifidnal, when ciicrgcd, 
or pretended to be performed several times over, ace altogedics 
fictiuous; and no reason can be assigned for idlowing tbem. 
The practice in the Supreme €!ourt has been, to allow, in all 
diese cases, for such services as have been aeiuatty perfarmeij 
and no more. 



When the examination is concluded, and the justice decides 
that the party shall be committed, or bound over to answer to the 
offence, the last act he has to perform is that of certifying and 
retummg the recognisances and other parts of the process, mio 
court. We have heretofortf seen* the reasons why he should 
commit or bind over the par^ to the Court of Comsooii Pleas^ 
and not to the Supteme Court, m certain cases, within the joris- 

* Mitt, p. 95. 
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of the former court Those parts ^of the process, fdneh 
it is 'expedient or necessary that the justice sbonld copjr and send 
up, have also been stated."* 

This part of the duty of the justice is so connected with the 
administration of justice in the courts of superior jurisdiction, as 
to be of great importance in the economy and despatch of buin* 
ness in those courts. A want of accuracy or punctuality in the 
discharge of this duty, produces great embarrassment, delay, and 
expense, in the courts before which the accused party is to be 
tried. If the justice neglect to recognise the witnesses on 
the part of the Commonwealth, or to impress upon their minds 
the necessity and duty of an early and punctual attendance upon 
the court ; or if he neglect to certify and return his copies of the 
process in due season, the court, the grand jury, the public proflh 
ecutor, and all others connected with the prosecution, are great- 
ly embarrassed and delayed* If magistrates would seriously 
reflect upon the evils which are the consequence of such negli- 
gence, they would doubtless be in a great measure prevented. 
They should consider that the grand jury (seldom consisting of 
a less number than twenty-4hree) may be prevented from pro- 
ceeding on their business, if the documents necessary for their 
examination are withheld, or the punctual attendance of the wit- 
nesses prevented by their negligence or mirinformation. The 
loss of a day is frequendy the consequence of this negligence. 
An industrious and respectable portion of the communis are 
subjected, most unreasonably, to the inconrenience and vexation 
it occaaons. The expense to the county, and the waste of pre- 
cious time, increase this catalogue of evils, which, to those who 
are in the habit of punctuality themselves, are grounds of just and 
loud complamt* 

. Some apology may be aUowed to those justices who reride at 
a distance from the places where the courts are holden ; for thane 
is no fee or allowance established by kw, for their travel and 
other expenses in attending die cdirt to deliver m the papers of 
which diey are required to make return* There ought to be 

* Ante, p. 124. 
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, proyisioa made by law to this eShct ; and also to punish, hj 
proper penalties, all neglects of this kind. Justices are, indeed, 
now punishable for them, as contempts of court ; instances of 
which are well recollected in the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts.^ It seems, however, unreasonable, that they 
should be thus punishable for die neglect of a duty, for the per- 
formance of which the law allows them no compensation. The 
consequences frequendy have been, that they intrust the return 
of their papers to a careless friend or attorney, by whose negfi- 
gence or inattention the mischief is often occasioned. 

Having stated the reasons why a justice should commit or bind 
over the party for trial to the Court of Common Pleas, b pref> 
erence to the Supreme Judicial Court, in all cases excepting such 
as are 'exclusively cognizable in the latter court, it may not be 
amiss to state also what offences may properly be referred for 
trial to the Court of Common Pleas. They are, all assaults and 
batteries not committed with a felonious intent. But if commit- 
ted with intent to murder, rob, or to commit a rape, they are 
called fdonius assaults^ and cannot be punished in the courts of 
inferior jurisdiction. And when an assault and battery has been 
committed with such violence, or with such weapons, as to en- 
danger the life of the party, the offender ought to be sent for 
trial and punishment to the Supreme Judicial Court. 

Riots also are cognizable in the Courts of Common Pleas ; 
and unless committed under circumstances greatly aggravated, 
the offenders ought to be sent to that jurisdiction for trial and 
punishment, by the magistrate before whom the process is origi- 
nated. But when committed in a high-handed manner, under 
circumstances p^cularly atrocious or terrifying; as when 
committed in open opposition to public authority, they ought 
to be examined, tried, and punished in the highest judicial 
courts. 

Simple larcenies, where the property stolen does not exceed 
in value or amount the suife of one hundred dollars^ are also 
cognizable in the Courts of Common Pleas, and it is the duty of 
a magistrate, in all such cases, to send the party there to be tri- 

* Ex parte Neal, 14 M. R. 205. 
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ed. But if Ae larceny be committed in any building which is 
mentioned in the statute for the punishment of larcenies* and 
robberies, or if the larceny be from the person of another, it 
cannot be tried in the Court of Common Pleas. There are 
numerous other offences which ase cognizable in the Courts of 
Common Pleas, the prosecutions for which are not usually brought 
before a justice in the first instance, but which are commonly 
prosecuted by complamt to the grand jury. With respect to 
these, and all others cognizable in that court, when the complaint 
is brought before the grand juiy of the Supreme Judicial Court, 
it is the practice to turn the complainants over to the grand jury 
of the Courts of Common Pleas, unless the ofiender has been 
committed or is under recognisance for trial before the Supreme 
Court ; in which cases the complamt ought to be there examined 
and finally decided upon. 

With respect to one class of inferior offences, tfiz. all offences 
agaiost the statute " providing for the due observation of the 
Lord's day,"f it has been decided that all such offences are 
originally and exclusively cognizable before the Courts of Com- 
mon Pleas, and justices of the peace, in the manner expressly 
provided in the thirteenth section of that statute ; and that the Su- 
preme Judicial Court have no original jurisdiction of any of 
those offences. { This was the unanimous opinion of the court 
in Johnson's case. See the opinion of Sedgwick J. in that case, 
very fully stated. 

It is hardly necessary to remark, that persons charged with all 
other offences, whether capital or not capital, of the higher and 
more atrocious character, must be committed or bound over for 
trial, to the Supreme Judicial Court ; and that they cannot be pro- 
ceeded upon in any of the courts of inferior jurisdiction. This 
distinction, between the crimes of which the lower courts have a 
jurisdiction concurrent with the Supreme Judicial Courts, and 
those which are exclusively cognizable in the latter court, ought 
to be clearly understood, and carefully attended to, by acting 
magistrates ; for it has firequendy happened that they have, by 

* Statute 1804, chap. 14S. f Statute 1791, chap. 68. 

1 8 M. R. 87, Commonwealth v. Johoion. 
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tnisiake, oommitted or boimd over persons tot trial to the Courts 
of Common Pleas/ibr crimes which are not cognizable in that 
court. The consequence has been, that the time and expense 
incurred by the process, have been in great measure lost ; for 
DO order or proceeding in such case can be had in the Common 
Pteas, except to order the party to be remanded, or to find sure- 
ties for his appearance at the next Supreme Court to answer to 
the accusation. 

When all the proceedings upon the process are completed, 
diere is no remaining duty for the justice to perform, but to re- 
turn his papers into the court in which the party is to take his 
^aL Great care and punctuality are necessary on the part of 
the magistrate, in the discharge of this duty ; and great embar- 
rassment and vexation are the certain consequence of his neglect 
of it. He will have discharged this duty correctly only when he 
has done one of two things, viz. either deposited his record and 
papers in the clerk's office of the court, on or before the morning 
of the day on which the court is to be opened } or by delivering 
them into the hands of the public prosecutor, on some day pre- 
vious to the atting of the court, or on the morning of the day on 
which it is opened, and before the grand jury are empannelled. 
Whenever the justice neglects to do one or the other of these 
things, he is in danger of the censure of the court, and, as we 
have seen,^ of being fined for a contempt. The practice has 
been for justices who live at a distance from the shire town, to 
send their papers by some friend or attorney who has business 
at court. Whenever a magistrate takes the risk of doing this, 
he will find it for his interest to give his messenger a very par- 
ticular charge as to the consequences of a neglect to deliver them 
in such season as is herein stated to be necessary. Attomies and 
others, to whom these papers are intrusted, frequendy have no 
occasion to attend the court on account of their own businessy 
until die afternoon of the first day of the term. And then it is 
natural for them to think of their own business first, and after- 
wards, that of their fiiends. Instances have occurred when the 

•Aiite,p. 108,1S2. 
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penoQ iBlrasted with the return of a justice's pnxsess, has whoHy 
forgotten that he was the hearer of k. The gnmd jury and att 
others connected with the prosecution, are not only hereby de- 
layed, but undergoing the severest trial of their patience. A 
day in the roost busy season of the year is wasted ; the expenses 
of the prosecution enhanced, probably doubled ; and the magis- 
trate mortified and rendered liable to punishment for negligence ! 
h was the remark of a late venerable judge in Massachusetts,* 
that ** punctuality was a great rq^lican virtue." It is certainly 
a virtue of great and indispensable importance in aU judicial pro- 
ceedings. 

The want of punctuality in those magistrates who have papers 
to be returned for the use of the judicial courts, frequently arises 
from a very erroneous impression, that no business is usually 
done on the first day. This has been in years that are past, in 
some degree, the case ; but it is so far from being true now, that 
when there is a punctual attendance of the juries, witnesses, 
parties, and others, the business of the court usually commenceSf 
and causes are tried in the morning of the first day of the ses- 
sion ; and several instances have lately occurred, where, m cap- 
ital cases, the witnesses have been examined, the hill found by 
the grand jury, the prisoner arraigned, and the day assigned for 
his trial before the adjournment of the court on the morning of 
the first day on which it convened. It is manifest, that there 
must be a great saving of time and expense, by this punctuality 
and despatch ; but it depends much upon the attention and vigi- 
lance of magistrates who undertake the examination of public 
prosecutions, whether the benefits of them are generally real- 
ized. 

Whenever, therefore, a magistrate has taken the examination 
of a person accused of an offence, the record and process of 
which it is his duty to return to court, he ought either to deposit 
ity with his own hand, in the cleric's office of the court to which it 
is made returnable^ on or before the opening of the court on the 
morning of the first day of the term ; or he ought to deliver it^ 

* The late Judge Paine. 
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tffith his aum handj to the attorney general^ or other public prote" 
cutor attending the eourtf brfore the grand jury are empanneUed* 
But if such magistrate will take the risk of sending up his record 
and process by some other person, when he delivers him the 
papers he ought to say to him, " These papers must be deposited 
in the derVs office of the court on the morning of the first day 
of the session ; or they must he delivered into the hands of the 
attorney general^ or other public prosecutor^ before the grand 
jury shall be empanneUed. If you faU to do itj I shall be liable 
to punishment for the neglect^ and great embarrassment^ delay ^ 
and public injury ^ may also be the consequence of your inatten- 
tion:' 



PART II. 



The following are the forms of the several parts of a criminal 
process before a justice of the peace, from the beginning to the 
concluaon of the proceedings. A case of larceny is selected, 
as being an offence which most frequently occurs. Many other 
forms are added, taken from the English authorities. 

Form of the Complaint 

To A. B. Esquire, ooe of the Justices of the Peace within and for the county 

of Suffollc. 

C. D. of Boston, in the said county of Suflblk, blacksmith, 
upon his oath complabs, that on the tenth day of June in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three, 
at Boston aforesaid, in the county aforsaid, the following goods, 
viz. one silver watch, of the value of twenty dollars, of the goods 
and chattek of the said C. D., then and there in the possession 
of the said C. D. being found, was feloniously taken, stolen, and 
carried away, against the peace of the said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided ; and the said C. D. has probably cause to suspect and 
doth suspect,* that E. F. of said Boston, laborer, did tolonious- 
ly steal, take, and carry away the goods and chattek aforsaid* 
He therefore prays that the said £• F. may be apprehended and 
held to answer to said complaint, and dealt with relative to the 
same as law and justice may require. Dated at Boston afore- 

* Where (he fact of stealing by the deft is within the actual knowledge of Ae 
complainant ; the allegation in the complaint ought to be positively asserted, and 
not upon suspicion. 

18 
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said, this tenth daj of July, in the year of oiflr Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and twenty-three. C. D. 

Suffolk ss. July 10th, 1823. The said C. D. made oath to 
the truth of the foregoing complaint. 

Before me, A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of the Warrant upon the above Complaint.* 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Suffolk 88. To the Sheriff of the said county of Suffolk, or hia Deputies, or 
(L. S.) any of the Constables of the city of Boston. Greeting. 

These are in the name of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts, to command you, and each of you, upon sight hereof, to 
take and bring before me the subscriber, one of die justices of 
the peace for the said counQr of Sufiblk, or some other justice 
of the peace within and for the said county, the body of E. F. 
of Boston, in the said county of Suffolk, laborer, if he may be 
found in your precinct, to answer to the said Commonwealth on 
the complaint of C. D. of said Boston, blacksmith, this day 
made on oath before me the subscriber, that on the tenth day of 
June now last past, at Boston aforsaid, one silver watch of the 
value of twenty dollars, of the goods and chattelsf of him the 
said C. D. and in his possession then and there being found, 
were feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away, against the 
peace of the said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided ; and that he has 
probable cause to suspect and doth suspect, that the said E. F. 
did feloniously steal, take, and carry away the goods and chattels 
aforesaid. Hereof fail not at your peril. Given under my hand 
and seal at said Boston, this tenth day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of the Record and Order to recognise. 

Suffolk ss. At a Justice's Court, holden before me the sub- 
scriber, one of the justices of the peace within and for the said 
county of Suffolk, on the tenth day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. Be it re- 
memberedj that E. F. of Boston, in the said county of Suff)Ik, 

* See ante, p. 26, for the reasons against drawing the complaint upon the 
same sheet with the warrant. 

t Where gold or silver coin aie among the articles stolen, the words <' and 
monies" should follow the words " goods and chattels.'' 
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laborer, is brought before me by virtue of a warrant, duly issued 
upon the complaint of C. D. Sec. wherein die said C. £)• com- 
plains [here insert the comg2at»^], which complaint being read 
and heard by the said E. P., he the said E. F. is asked by me 
the said justice, whether he is guilty or not guilty of the oSsace 
charged upon him b manner and form aforesaid, who pleadeth 
and saidi, that he is not guilty ; but after hearing divers credible 
wimesses, duly sworn to testify the whole truth relating to the 
premises, and it thereupon appearingto me that there is probable 
ground to believe that the said E. F. is guilty of the ofience 
charged upon him in the aforsaid complaint, it is therefore con- 
sidered and ordered by me the said justice, that the said E. F. 
recognise to the Commonwealth in the sum of one hundred dollai-s, 
with sufficient surety or sureties in the like sum, for the personal 

Spearance of the said E. F. before the next Supreme Judicial 
Hirt to be holden at Boston within and for the county'of Sufiblk 
[or to the Court of Common Pleas, or Municipal Court of 
me city of Boston, as the justice shaU order"], on the firrst Tues- 
day of November next, then and there to answer to such matters 
and thines as shall be objected against him the said E. F. on 
behalf of said Commonwealth, but more especially to the afore- 
said complaint of the said C. D., and to do and receive that 
which shall then and there be enjoined upon the said E. F. by 
the court aforesaid. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of the Recognisance of the Party, in pursuance of the 

foregoing Order. 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Suffolk ss. Memorandum, that on die tenth day of July, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
three, personally appeared before me, A. B. Esquire, one of the 
justices of the peace within and for the said county of Suffi)lk, 
£. F. of Boston aforesaid, laborer, and G. H. and I. J., both of 
said Boston, cordwaners, and acknowledged themselves to be 
severally indebted unto the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in 
the respective sums following, to wit, the said E. F. as principal, 
m the sum of one hundred dollars, and the said G. H. and I. J. 
as his sureties, in the sum of fifty dollars each, to be levied on 
their goods or chattels, lands or tenements, and in want thereof 
upon their bodies, to the use of the said Commonwealth, if 
default be made in the performance of the condition follow- 
ing. 
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The condition of this recognisance is such, that if the said E. F. 
shall personally appear before the justices of the Supreme 
Judicial Court, next to be holden at Boston within and for the said 
county of Suffi)lk [or such other court as the justice shaU order"] j 
on the first Tuesday of November next, then and there to answer 
to such matters and things as shall be objected against him on 
behalf of said Commonwealth, but more especially to the com- 
plaint of one C. D., made on oath before me the said justice on 
this tenth day of July instant, for feloniously stealing, taking, and 
carying away one silver watch, of the value of twenty doUaurs, of 
the |oods and chattek of him the said C. D., and shall do and 
receive that which by said court shall be then and there enjoined 
upon him the said E. F., and not depart without license, then 
this recognisance to be void ; otherwise to remain in iiill force, 
poweri (nd virtue. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of Recognisance of Witnesses. 

Suffolk ss. Memorandum, that on the tenth day of July, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
three, A. B., C. D., and E. F., all of Boston in the said county 
of Suffi)lk, laborers, personally appeared before me the subscrib- 
er, one of the justices of the peace, within and for the said coun- 
ty of Sufiblk, and acknowledged themselves to be severaUy in- 
debted to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in the sum of 
fifty dollars,* to be levied on their goods or chattels, lands or 
tenements, and in default thereof upon their bodies, to the use 
of the Commonwealth, if default be made in the performance of 
the condition following. 

The condition of this recognisance is such, that if the said 
A. B., C. D., & E. F. shall personally appear before the justices 
of the Supreme Judicial Court, next to be holden at Boston, within 
and for the said county of Suffolk, on the first Tuesday of No- 
vember next, then and there to give evidence on behalf of the 
said Commonwealth upon the complaint of one C. D, made up- 
on oath before me the said justice, against one E. F., m which 
complaint the said C. D. charges the said E. F. with feloniously 
stealing, taking, and carrying away, one silver watch, of the value 
of twenty dollars, of the goods and chattels of him the said 
C. D. and shall not depart without license, then the above written 
recognisance to be void ; otherwise to remain in full force, power, 
and virtue. A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

* lliis is the sum in whi^ witnesses are usually required to recognise in 
Massachusetts. 
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7%6 MEtttmuSj when Bail is not offered. 
G>tnmonweaIth of Massachusetts. 

Sk^lk, 80. To the Sheriff of our county of Suffolk, his Deputies, the Con- 
(L. S.) stables of our city of Boston, and the Keeper of the Gaol in our 
said county. Greeting. 

These are in the name of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
settSy to command you the said sheriff, deputies, constables, and 
each of you, forthwith to convey and deliver into the custody of 
the keeper of our said gaol the body of E. F. of our city of 
Boston, m our county of ouffi)lk, laborer, brought before me the 
subscriber, one of the justices of the peace within and for said 
county of Suffi)lk, on the tenth day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three, on the com- 
plaint of C. D. of said Boston, for that on the tenth day of June 
m the year of our Lord one tly)usand eight hundred and twenty- 
three, at Boston aforesaid, one silver watch of the value of 
twen^ dollars, was feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away 
from him the said C. D. against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided ; and that he had probable cause to suspect and did sus- 
pect, diat the said E. F. did feloniously steal, take and carry 
away the same ; and after due examination, the said E. F. was 
ordered by me the said justice to recognise with sufficient sure- 
ties in the sum of one hundred dollars for his personal appear- 
smce before the Supreme Judicial Court, next to be holaen at 
Boston, within and for the county of Suflblk, on the first Tues- 
dav of November next, with which said order the said E. F. 
refuses to comply. And you, the said keeper, in the name of 
the Commonwealth aforesaid, are hereby commanded to receive 
the said E. F. into your custody in our said gaol, and him there 
safely to keep until he shall comply with the said order, or be 
otherwise discharged in due course of law. Hereof fail rK)t at 
your peril* Given under my hand and seal at said Boston, this 
tenth day of July, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace, 
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7%e BiU of Coit. 

Suffolk ss. At a justice's court holden before me tbe sub- 
scriber, one of the justices of the peace within and for said 
county of Suffi>lk, on the tenth day of July, in the year of our 
Lore one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three, 

C. D. Complainant, ) 

V. > Costs, 

E. F. for larceny, &c. j 
Receiving complaint and issuing warrant $ 
Swearing complainant . - - 
Smmnons for witnesses ... 
Entering complaint, judgment, recording, 
ezaminatioii, 41tc* • • . 

Trial 

Witnesses, to wit, ... 

A. B. nules days 

C. D. do. do. 

E.F. da do. 

Mittimus 

Recognisances of witnesses 

Officer's fees for service of warrant, dtc. 

\to be Mrticularly specified.'^ 
Examined and allowed. A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of a Summons for Witnesses.* 

Sh/tffblk SB. To the Sheriff of our county of Suffolk, his Deputies, and the Coo- 
(L. S.) stables of the city of Boston, in the county aforesaid. Greeting. 

In the name of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, you and 
each of you are commanded to summon A. B., C. D., and E. F., 
all of Eioston aforesaid, to appear forthwith before me the sub- 
scriber, one of the justices of the peace vrithin and for the said 

* The foUowing provision In Massachusetts, hy statute 1791, chap. 68, sec. 
e, should be particularly attended to : — " Be it further enacted, that no justice 
of the peace shall hereafter have power td^ issue summonses for witnesses to 
appear at any court, or before any justice of the peace, except on complaint 
brought before himself, to give evidence on behalf of the Commonwealth upon 
any criminal suit, unless it be by the request of the attorney genecal or person 
acting as state's attorney in the county where such justice dwells, and no wit- 
ness, summoned without such request, shall be allowed any pay for his travel 
and attendance ; and when any justice of the peace shall issue any summons, at 
the request of the party prosecuted, it shall be so expressed in the summons, 
and the witness sflh therein be required to appear and give evidence, upon 
condition such person prosecuted pays him his legal fees, but not otherwise.*' 

When a justice issues a summons for witnesses, at the request of fbe party 
accused, (he abovementioned condition should be inserted, and in the veiy 
words of tiie statute, at the dose of the summons, and immediately preceding 
he words ** Heifof foil not," &c 
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county of Suffi>lk, at my dwelHnghouse \ar suck other place at 
thejtutice shaU appoint to hold his court] in said Boston, to give 
evidence on bebdif of said Commonweakb of what they know 
relative to a complaint this day made on oath before me the said 
justice, by C. D. of &c. against and E. F. for feloniously steal- 
ing, taking, and carrying away, one silver watch, of the goods 
and chattels of him the said C. D. Hereof fail not, and make 
return of this writ, with your doings thereon. Given under my 
hand and seal at said Boston, this tenth day of July, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred ana twenQr-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

The precedfflg forms are to be used in cases not within die 
jurisdictk)n of the justice, and where it is his duty to examine 
into the evidence of the party accused, and to commit or hold 
him to bail. The foUowing forms are applicable to all cases 
within the jurisdiction of a justice to try and decide upon. 

Form of a Record of Conviction before a Justice^ of a Larceny 
imthin his jurisdiction to try and punish. 

Suffolk ss. At a justice's court, held before me the subscri* 
her, one of the justices of the peace within and for said county 
of Suflblk, on the tenth day ol July, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. Be it remember' 
edf that E. F. of said Boston, blacksmith, is this day brought 
before me by virtue of a warrant, duly issued upon the complaint 
of C. D. of said Boston, cordwainer, wherein the said U. D. 
complains, [here set out the coma^int^] which complaint being 
read and beard by the said E. F., he is asked by me die said 
jusdce, whether he is guilty or not guilty of the offence charged 
upon him in the said complaint, who thereup(»i pleadeth and 
saith, that he is not guilty ; but after hearing divers credible 
witnesses, duly sworn to testify the whole truth relating to the 
premises, and fiilly hearing and understandmg the defence of the 
said E. F. it appears to me the said justice, that the said E. F., 
is guilly of the offence aforesaid ; it is therefore considered 
by me the said justice, that the said E. F., for the ofience afore- 
said, forfeit and pay the sum of dollars to and for the use 
of this Commonwealth, and costs of this prosecution, taxed at 
dollars and cents, and that he stand committed 
until this sentence be performed. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 
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Where there is an appeal claimed, the entry of it b as follows. 

From which sentence the said E. F. appeals to the Court of 
Common Pleas, next to be holden at within and for the 

county aforesaid, on the Tuesday of next, and re- 

cognises with sufficient sureties to prosecute said appeal with ef- 
fect. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Farm of a Recognisance to prosecute an Appeal. 
[The penal part of the recognisance is the same as in all oth- 
er recognisances, till you come to the condition, which is in the 
following form.] 

The condition of this recognisance is such, that whereas the 
said E. F. is brought before me the said justice, by virtue of a 
warrant duly issued on the tenth day of July, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three, to answer to 
the Commonwealth aioresaid, on the complaint of C. D. of said 
Boston, cordwainer, made on oath, wherein the said C. D. com- 
plained against the said E. F. that [here insert the body of the 
complaint ji of which offence the said E. F. has been duly con- 
victed before me the said justice, and has this day been sentenc- 
ed by me the said justice, to forfeit and pay therefor, to and for 
the use of the said Commonwealth, the sum of dollars, 

and costs of prosecution, taxed at dollars and cents ; 

from which said judgment and sentence the said E. F. appeals 
to the Court of Common Pleas next to be holden at within 

and for the said county of on the Tuesday of 

next. Now if the said E. F. shall and do prosecute his said ap- 
peal, and produce the copy of the whole process, and all writings 
filed before said justice, at said Court of Common Pleas, at the 
time aforesaid, and shall do and receive that which by said Court 
of Common Pleas, shall be then and there enjoined upon him, 
and not depart without license, then this recognisance to be void, 
otherwise to remain in full force, power, and virtue- 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Mittimus for not paying Fine and Costs. 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Suffolk 88. To the Sheriff of the county of Suffolk, hi8 Deputies, the Con- 
(L. S.) stables of the city of Boston, and to the Keeper of the Gaol 

in said county. Greeting. 

Whereas E. F. of &c. blacksmith, now stands convict- 

ed before me the subscriber, one of the justices of the peace in 
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and for the county of Suflblk, of feloniously stealing, taking, 
and carrying away, \here insert the body of the ccmplaint^ for 
which offence, he the said E. F. is sentenced by me the said jus* 
tice to pay a fine to the use of the said commonwealth of 
dollars and costs of prosecution, taxed at dollars and 

cents, and to stand committed until this sentence be performed ; 
all which sentence he the said E. F., now before me the said 
justice, refi{ses to comply with and perform. 

These are therefore in the name of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, to command you the said sheriff, deputies, and 
constables, and each of you, forthwith to convey the said E. F* 
to the common gaol in in the county aforesaid, and to de* 

liver him to the keeper thereof, together with this precept. And 
you the said keeper are hereby m like manner commanded, in 
. the name of the said Commonwealth, to receive the said E. F. into 

Jour custody into said gaol, and him there safely to keep, until 
e shall comply with said sentence, or be otherwise discharged 
by due course of law. Given under my hand and seal this 
tenth day of July, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the peace. 

[Where the sentence is imprisonment^ the form of the mittvums 
is the same as the next preceding precedent, exceptmg that it 
must recite the sentence of imprisonment, and conclude as fol- 
lows.] 

For which offence, the said E. F. is sentenced by me the said 
justice, to be punished by imprisonment in the common gaol sit- 
uated in Boston in the county aforesaid, from and after this tenth 
duy of July in the year aforesaid, for and during the term of . 
days. And you, the keeper of said g^ol, are hereby command- 
ed, in the name of the Commonwealth aforesaid, to receive the 
said E. F. mto your custody into said gad, and him there safely 
to keep until the expiration of said day^, or he be other- 

wise discharged by due course of law. Hereof fail not. Given 
under my hand and seal, this tenth day of July, in the year .of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

19 
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JtlKttmm fbr not finding Surei^ of the peace. 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts* 

Sk^lk^ H. To the Sheriff of our County of Suffolk, hit Deputkf, the Coa- 
(L. S.) stables of our dty of Boston, and the Keeper of the Gaol in our said 
county. Gfeeting. 

Whereas E. F. of the city of Boston, in the counQr of Suflblk, 
blacksmith, bj virtue of a warrant duly issued upon the com- 
plaint on oath of C. D. of said Boston, cordwamer, hath this 
day been brought before me the subscriber, one of the justices 
of the peace within and for said county, and after a hearing in the 
premises, has been by me the said justice ordered to find suffi- 
cient sureties to be bound with him in a recognisance for his per- 
sonal appearance at the municipal court of the ci^ of Boston, 
next to be holden at said Boston within and for the county of 
Suffolk, on the first Monday of next, to answer to such matters 
and things as shall then and there be objected against him ; and in 
the mean time to keep the peace and be of good behavior to aD the 
liege suUects of said commonwealth, and especially towards the 
said C. D. And whereas he the said E. F. hath refused and doth 
now, before me the said justice refuse to recognise himself as afore- 
said, and to find such sureties, to wit, the said E. F. as principal 
in the sum of dollars, with sufficient sureties in another 
sum of dollars as now required bv me the said justice. These 
are, therefore, in the name of the Commonwealtn of Massachu- 
setts, to command you, the said sherifi^ deputies, and constables, 
and each of you, forthwith to convey the said E. F. to the common 
gaol in our county aforesaid, and to deliver him to the keeper 
diereof, together with this precept. And you the said keeper, in 
the name of the Commonwealth aforesaid, are hereby command- 
ed to receive the said E. F. into vour custody in said gaol, and 
him there safely to keep until he shall find such sureties as afore- 
said, or be otherwise discharged in due course of law. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenQr-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace, 
Forms J fycfor Search Warrants. 

To A. B. Esquire, one of the Justices of the Peace within and for the county of 

C. D. of in the county of on oath complains, and 

informs said justice, that the following goods, to wit, [here state 
the artidesy alleging the value ofeach,'] of the goods and chattels 
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of htm tbe said C* D., have within davB last past, by some 

person or persons unknown to the said C. D., been febniously 
taken, stolen, and carried away out of the of die said 

C. D. at Boston aforesaid* And that he hath probable cause to 
suspect and doth suspect, that said goods, or a part thereof, are 
concealed in the of one E. F. of said jSoston, laborer, 

and the said C. D. prays, that a warrant may issue, in due form 
of law, to search there for the same. C. D. 

Suffolk es. Received and sworn to by the said C. D. this 
tenth day of July, A. D. 1823. Before 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Suffolk at. To the Sheriff of the counter of Soffit, hi« Deputies, and to the 
(L. S.) Constables of the city of Boston in said county. Greeting. 

In the name of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, you and 
each of you are hereby commanded, forthwith, and with neces- 
sary and proper assistants, to enter in the day time into the 
of E. F., mentioned in the foregoing information and complaint, 
and there diligently to search for the goods in said information 
mentioned and specified ; and if the same, or any part thereof, 
shall be found upon such seach, that you bring tne goods so 
found, together with the body of the said E. F., if he may be 
found withb your precinct, before me the subscriber, one of the 
justices of the peace within and for the county aforesaid, or some 
other justice ot said coun^, to be disposed of and dealt with as 
to law and justice shall appertain. You are also commanded in 
like manner to notify the complainant to appear 'and give evi- 
dence touching the matter contained in said complaint, when and 
where you have the said goods and person, or either of them. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice cf the Peace. 

Farm of a Complaint and Search Warranty to search for Coun- 
terfeit Money and Securities^ fyc. by virtue of the late act of 
June 14, 1823, chap. 40.* 

To A. B. Esq., one of the Justices of the Peace within and for the county of 

Suffolk, 

C. D. of &c. upon his oath complains, and informs said jus- 
tice, that he has reasonable cause to suspect and doth suspect, 

* This statute enacts, « that all justices of the peace, and courts, who now by 
law haye power and auAority to issue or grant search wanants for articles alleg- 
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that certain moaey and other secorities, to wit, [here detcribe the 
money and iecuritieSf bank 6»ZZr, fyc. if feunm,] alleged to be 
forged and counterfeited, and certam tools, implements, and ma- 
terials, used and to be used in the makmg, forging, and counter- 
feiting of money and other securities, are concealed in the of 
one E. F. of said Boston, laborer, and the said C. D. prays that 
a warrant may issue in due form of law to search for the same. 

CD. 
Suffolk ss. Received and sworn to by the said C. D. this 
tenth day of July, 1823. 

Before A. B., Juitke of the Peace. 

Form of the Warrant upon the above Com^daint. 

Sk(ffblkt 80. To the Sberiff of ttie raid comity of Sufifolk, and hi* Deputies, 
(L. S.) and to the Constables of the dty of Boston in said county. Gieeting. 

In the name of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, you and 
each of you are hereby commanded, forthwith, and with neces- 
sary and proper assistants, to enter in the day time into the 
of E. F. mentioned in the foregoing complaint and information, 
and there diligently to search for the counterfeit money, securi- 
ties, tools, implements, and materials in the said complaint and 
information mentioned and specified, and if the same or any part 
thereof shall be found upon such search, that you bring the same, 
together with the body of the said E. F., if he may be found in 
your precinct, before me the subscriber, one of the justices of 
the peace within and for said county of Suffi)lk, or some other 
justice of the peace for said county, to be disposed of and dealt 
with as to law and justice shall appertain. You are also command- 
ed in like manner to notify the complainant to appear and give 
evidence touching the matter contained in said complaint and in- 
formation, when and where you shall have the said counterfeit 
money, securities, took, implements, and materials, and person, 
or either of them. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

ed to have been stolen, shall have like power and authority to issue warrants to 
search for money or other securities alleged to be forged or counterfeited, and 
for any tools, implements, or materials, used or to be used in the making, foiging, 
4X counterfeiting of the same." 
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Note. In a complaint or mformation for a search-warrant for 
stolen goods, it is necessary to describe the articles stolen, and 
for which search is to be made ; but it is apprehended that in 
such complaint or information upon this statute, to bbtain a war- 
rant to search for counterfeit money or securities or for tools, im- 
plements, be. used in forgmg them, it is not necessary to give a 
particular description of the money, securities, took, and imple- 
ments, though it is always advisable to do it, when in the power 
of the complainant or prosecutor. 

In the former case the prosecutor is presumed to have knowl- 
edge of the articles which have been in his possession, and stolen 
fix>m him ; but in the latter case, the foiled and counterfeit mon- 
ey, securities, &;c. cannot be presumed to have ever been in the 
possession of the prosecutor, and therefore the law cannot require 
him to give a description of them in his complaint. 

Whenever the foiled securities, or money, may be found and 
brought before a justice, by virtue of a search-warrant issued 
upon thb statute, he ought immediately to have a private mark put 
upon them, by which they can be identified in any foture stage of 
the process. They ought to be kept sealed, after the examina- 
Uoa is completed, and in that manner delivered to the grand jury 
or public prosecutor. 

Farm of a Reeognkancefor the Appearance of a Penonfarfur^ 
ther Examinatumj pursuant to a statute of Massadiusetts, of 
1821, chap. 98. 

The penal part of the recognisance is to be taken to the Com- 
monwealth in the form of all other recognisances. The condi- 
tion to be as follows : 

The condition of this recognisance is such, that whereas the 
said E. F. is brought before me the said justice, upon the com- 
plaint on oath of C. D. of &c. by virtue oi a warrant duly issued 
on said complaint, in which the said C. D. complains against the 
said E. F. \here insert the body of the complaint^ and it appear- 
ing to me the said justice, that a further time for the examination 
01 the said complaint is necessary and ought to be granted and 
assigned. Now if the said E. F. shall personally appear before 
me the said justice at my dwelling house in in the county 

aforesaid [or such other place as the justice shaU assign for the 
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exammaium] od the day of next, to be then and 

there Timber examined touchmg the said complaint of the said 
C. D., and shall do and receive that wUch shau then and there 
be enjoined upon lum by the said justice, and not depart without 
license, then this recognisance to be void, otherwise to remain m 
iiill force, power, and virtue. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Farm of a Commtmentforjurther Eoi!aniination.* 

Suffbik m. To the Sheriff of nid county of Solblk, hifl Deputies, and the 
{^' 8.) ConeteUes of the cily ol Boeton, and to flie Keeper of the Common- 
wealth's Gaol in Boston, hi the said eoimty. Greeting. 

Whereas E. F. of laborer, is now brought before me 

A. B* Esq., one of the Justices of the peace in and for said 
county of Suffolk, and chaiged on the oath of C. D. with [here 
insert the body of the complaint.'] These are therefore in the 
name of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to command you 
the said sheriffi and constables to convey the said E. F. to the 
said keeper of said gaol. And you the said keeper are hereby 
required to receive and safely keep the said E. F. in your said 
gaol, until Monday the day of next, when you are 

hereby required to bring him the said E. F. again before me to 
be re-examined and further dealt with according to law. And 
for so dobg this shall be your sufficient warrant. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 
Another Form of Commtmentforjurther Examination.'^ 

Suffolk as. To the Keeper of the Commonwealth's Gaol in. Boston, in tike said 
(L. S.) county of Suffolk. Greeting. 

Receive into your custody the body of E. F. herewith sent 
you, brought before me A. B. Esq., one of the justices of the 
peace for the said county of Suffi)lk, and charged before me the 
said justice, upon the oath of C. D., on suspicion of feloniously 
stealing, taking, and carrying away one gold seal, the proper^ of 
him the said C. D., against the peace, and cootrary to the form 
of the statute in such case made and provided ; him, therefore, 
safely keep in your custody for further examination on Monday 

* 4 Chit C. L. 116. t 4 Chit 0. L. 98. 



FOBMS. 151 

next, and until he shall be discharged by due course of law, and 
for so doing this shall be your sufficient warrant. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 
Farm of an Order to bring up a Prisoner for Examination.* 

Su^UCf M. To the Keeper of the Commonwealth's Gaol in the said county of 

Suflfolk. Greeting. 

You are hereby required, forthwith, to bring E. F., a prisoner 
in your custody, before me the subscriber, one of the justices of 
the peace for the said county of Suffi)lk, at my dweDinghouse in 
said JBostoo, [or to my officej ^c] for further examination. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of a Warrant to bring a Witness to give Evidencej who 
had reused to attend in Pursuance of a Summons.'f 

Suffolk^ aa. To the Sheriff of the said county of Suflblk, his Deputies, and the 
(L. S.) Constables of the town of in said county. Greeting. 

These are in the name of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts to command you and every of you, upon sight hereof, to 
take and bring before roe, one of the justices of the peace in and 
for said county of Suffi>lk, the body oi E. F., of whom you shall 
have notice, to answer all such matters and things, as on behalf 
of the said Commonwealth shall be, on oath, objected against 
him, by C. D., for that he the said E. F. being a material witness 
to prove a certain felony lately committed, and having been duly 
summoned to give evidence touching the same, hath neglected 
and refused to appear in pursuance of said summons, against the 
peace &Cf Hereof fail not at your peril. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of ike Peace. 

* 4 Chit. C. L. 84. 

t 4 Chit. C. L. 36, & 1 Chit C. L. 76, 77; as to the power of justices to is- 
sue these warrants. Their power to do it is said to be unquestionable. 
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Form of Commitment of a Witness for refusing to give Evi- 
dence*. 

Suffolk 88. To the Keeper of the Commonweeltfa's Gkurt in Boeton, hi die 
(L. S.) eaid comity of Sofifolk. Greetmg. 

Receive into your custody the body of E. F. herewith sent 
you, brought before me A. B. Esq., one of the Justices of the 
peace within and for the said county of Sufiblk. For that he the 
said E. F., having knowlege that a certain felony and robbery 
was committed upon the person of C. D. on the day of 

last past, at said Boston, and touching which the said 
E. F. can give material evidence, hath refused to be examined on 
oath respecting the same. The said E. F., therefore, you arei 
safely to keep in your said custody, until he shall submit to be 
examined, touching the said felony and robbery, or shall be dis- 
charged by due course of law, and for so doing this shall be your 
sufficient warrant* 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace, 

Form of Eooamination of Prosecutor or Witness,'\ 

Suffolk ss. The information of C. D. of in the said 

county, yeomen, taken upon oath before me A. B. Esq., one 
one of the justices of the peace within and for the said county of 
Suffolk, on the tenth day of July, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred ane twenty-three, in the presence and 
hearing of E. F. charged before me by C. D. of yeoman, 

with be. [state the offence as contained in the information or com- 
plaint,'] which said C. D. on his oath aforesaid, before me the 
said justice, in the presence and hearing of the said E. F., suth, 
that [here state the evidence fiLUy."] Taken before me the day 
and year abovementioned. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Examination of Prisoner.% 

Suffolk ss. The examination of E. F. of yeoman, 

taken before me, one of the justices of the peace within and for 
the said county of Suflblk, on the tenth day of July, in the year 

* 4 Chit. C. L. 26, & 1 Chit C. L. 76, 77; as to the power of justices to 
commit witnesses, 
t 4Chit 89; 1 Chit 88, as to examination of prisonerv. t lb. 
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of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenQr-three, the 
said E. F. being charged before roe by C. D. of Boston, yeo- 
roan, with the felonious stealing, taking, and carrying away, on 
the said tenth day of July, in the year aforesaid, at said Boston, 
one silver tankard, of the value of fifty dollars, of tlie goods and 
chattels of him the said C. D. He the said £. F. upon his ex- 
amination now taken before me saith, that [set forth the substance 
of prisoner* s statement.'] E. F. [^Pnsoner^s signatured] 

Taken before me the day and year abovementioned. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Examination and Confession of Prisoner.* 

[The commencement as in the next preceding form.] 

The examinant voluntarily confesseth and saith, [here state the 
matter of the confession, ana conclude as follows :] and lastly this 
examinant saith, &c. 

Signed E. F. [the Prisoner.] 

Commitment of a Witness for want of Sureties to appear and 

testify on the Tri4d. 

Suffolk 8S. To the Keeper of the Commonwealth's Gaol in Boston, in the said 
(L. S.) county of Suffolk. Greeting. 

Receive into your custody the body of E. F. herewith sent 
you by me, A. B. Esq., one of the justices of the peace in and 
for the said county of Suffolk, it appearing to me by the informa- 
tion of the said E. F., taken on oath before me, that the said 
E. F. is a material witness against I. J. now committed by me to 
the Commonwealth's gaol aforesaid, on a charge on oath against 
him by C D. 8ic. [fiere insert the body of the charge,] and tlie 
said E. F. admitting to me the said justice, [or it appearing to 
my satisfaction,] that he has no settled place of residence, and 
that he is not possessed of goods or chattels, lands or tenements, 
whereon to levy the penalty of a recognisance ; and being requir- 
ed by me the said justice, to find sureties for his personal appear- 
ance at the next supreme Judicial Court to be holden at 
&c. to give evidence before the grand jury, and before the said 
Supreme Judicial Court, relative to the complaint and charge 
aforesaid, against tlie said I. J. And the said E. F. now neglect- 
ing and refusing to find such sureties to give evidence as afore- 
said, for want of such sureties, you are commanded him safely 
to keep until the said session of the said Supreme Judicial 

X See ante, p. 72, as to examination and obtaining confession of prisoner. 

20 
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Court, there to give such evidence, unless he shall be sooner 
discharged by a due course of law ; for which this shall be your 
sufBcient warrant.* 

A. B., Juiti4x of the Peace. 

Form far backing Warrants. 

Suffolk 88. To the Sheriff of (he said county of Suffolk, his Deputies, and to 
(i<. 8.) the Constables of tiie town of in the county aforesaid. Greeting. 

Wheteas proof upon oath hath been made before me, A. B. 
Esq., one of the justices of the peace in and for the county 
aforesaid, that the name of C. D. is of the hand writing of the 
justice of the peace within mentioned ; I do hereby authorize 
you the said sheriffi and constables, and all other persons to 
whom the said warrant is directed, to execute the same within 
the said county of Sufiblk. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

* When a witness admits before the justice, diat he intends to absent himself 
at the time of trial, it is, according to the English authorities, anodier cause for 
requiring such witness to find sureties for his appearance to give eyidence. 
This power of requiring a witness to find sureties for his appearance to give 
evidence, has never been exercised in this state, and b doubted and denied by 
men of eminent professional character and talents. But I have inserted a pre- 
cedent for such a recognisance, for the use of those who may think proper to 
exercise the power of requiring it. There may be cases where the safety of the 
public, and the punishment of the guilty, must depend upon the exercise of this 
power ; as where tiie witness avows his intention to absent himself from the 
trial, or where he has no property to respond the penalty of his recognisance, 
and yet may be so connected with the party accused, as to preclude all expecta- 
tion of his appearance at the trial. 

There are other precedents in the books for the commitment of witnesses for 
not finding sureties for their appearance to testify, who have been admitted by 
the justice as state's evidence, as it is called ; that is, who have been admitted 
to testify on behalf of the state, under a stipulation that they shall be pardoned, 
or otherwise benefitted thereby. But no justice of the peace in this state has 
the power to make any such stipulation or agreement with an accomplice, or any 
other person whatever. And whoever undertakes to do it is guilty of a gross 
violation of duty, which may be extremely injurious botii to himself and the par- 
ty thus favored. 

It is the practice in the Circuit Courts of (he United States, to commit wit- 
nesses to prison for want of sureties for their appearance to testify ; especially 
in capital offences. No doubt ibis power is entertained by the judges of die 
Courts of die United States. There are now three citizens in the gaol In die 
city of Boston, committed for want of such suretiff^. 
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by a Justice^ upon View^ far tMuUiag bim in the 
Execution of his Office.* 

Suffolk 88. To the Keeper of iShe Commonwealtli's Gaol in Boston in the 
(L. 8.) said county of Suffolk. 

Receive iato your custody tbe body of E. F. herewith sent 
you by me the subscriber, A. B. Esq., one of the justices of tbe 
peace within and for the said county of Suflblk, and chaji^ed by 
me tbe said justice, upon the view of me the said A. B. Esq., 
one of the justices of the peace in and for the said county of 
Suffi)lk for indecent behaviour, by insulting me and obstructing me 
in the due and lawful execution of my office as a magistrate as 
aforesaid, against the peace of the said Commonwealth. Him 
the said E. F. therefore safely keep in your custody for tbe want 
of sureties, or until he shall be discharged by due course of law ; 
and for so doing this shall be your sufficient warrant. 

Given under my hand and seal this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty«three. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

PROCEEDINGS UPON THE STATUTE FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF 

BASTARD CHILDREN. 

Form of Examination and Accusation of the Woman. 

The voluntary examination and accusation of of 

in the county of single woman, taken on oath before me, 

A. B. Esq., one of the justices assigned to keep the peace in and 
for said county who saitb, that she child and that 

the said child bom a bastard, and accuses of 

in the county of of being the &ther of said child, and that 

he did beget her with child in in th e county of 

on or about the day of at [here insert such circum- 

stances as the justice shall think necessary for the discovery oftlie 
truth of the accusation.^ The said therefore prays that 

he the said may be apprehended, and held to answer to 

this accusation, and further dealt with thereon according to law. 

Taken, signed, and sworn to, on this tenth day of July, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty-three. 

Before me, A. B., Justice of the Peace 

* 4 Chit. C. L. 66 ; 2 Barnard, 156— but sec Hawk. b. 2, c. 16, i. 16. 
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Form of the Warrant to apprehend the Party accused. 

Suffolk SB. To the Sheriff of said county or his Deputy, or to either of the 
(L. S.) Constables of the town of in said county. Greeting. 

Whereas by her voluntary examination, hath declared 

that she child and that the said child bom a 

bastard, and accuses of in the county of of 

being the father of said child, and hath prayed process against 
the said Therefore, in the name of the Commonwealth of 

Massachusetts, you the said sherifi and constables, or either of 
you, are hereby required forthwith to apprehend the said 
(if in your precinct,) and to bring him before me the subscriber, 
or some other justice of the peace, in and for said county of 
to find sufficient sureties, as well for his personal appearance at 
the next to be held at in and for 

said as that he shall abide such order or orders as shall 

then and there be taken in pursuance of a law of said Common- 
wealth in such case made and provided. 

Given under my hand and seal, at aforesaid, the 

day of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 

and twenty-three. 

A. B., Justice of the peace. 

The Mittimus for not finding Sureties to perform the Order of 

Court. 

Suffolk ss. To the Keeper of the Gaol in said county. Greeting. 

Whereas single woman, in her voluntary examination 

on oath, this day taken before me, A. B. Esq., one of the justices 
as^gned to keep the peace in and for said county, hath declared 
herself to be with child, and that the said child is likely to be 
born a bastard, and become chargeable to said town of 
and hath accused of in tlie county with hav- 

ing begotten her with child of said bastard child : And whereas 
the said now present before me refuses to find sufficient 

sureties for his personal appearance at the next Circuit Court 
of Common Pleas, to be held at in and for said county, 

to answer to said charge, and to abide and perform such order 
or orders as shall then and there be made as required by me the 
said justice, to wit, himself as principal in the sum of dollars, 
with sufficient sureties in a like sum : You the said keeper are 
hereby required to receive the said into your custody in 
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said gaol, and him there safely to keep until he shall give security 
as aroresaidy or be otherwise discharged by due order of law. 

Given under my hand and seal at aforesaid, the 

day of in the year of our Lord 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 

Form of the Bond to be taken to abide the Order of Court. 

Know all men by these presents, that we of as 

principal, and of as sureties, are indebted to 

of in the just sum of to the payment of which we 

hereby bind ourselves, our executors and administrators. Dated 
this day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 

eight hundred and 

The coodition of this obligation is such, that whereas the said 
hath on her examination on oath, taken before 
Esq., justice of the peace within the county of on the 

day of in the year aforesaid, accused the said of 

being the father of a bastard child of which she and the 

said justice hath ordered him the said to give sureties for 

his appearance at the 

next to be holden in and for the said on the 

day of next, then and there to answer to the said accusa- 

tion. Now if the said shall appear at the said court, and 

answer to the said accusation, and abide the order of the court 
thereon, this bond shall be void ; otherwise shall remain in full 
force and virtue. 

Signed, seaUdf and deliveredy (6. j.) 

in pretence of us, («. c.) 

(8. 8.) 
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Havino, id the First Part of this work, pointed out the duly of 
a justice of the peace in the di^rent stages of a criminal prose- 
cution ; and in the commencement of this Second Part, given the 
form of a justice's record in all its parts, from the commence- 
ment to the conclusion, together with other forms made use of in 
such prosecutions, the residue of the volume will contain the 
forms and precedents of complamts before a jusdce, for aU the 
crimes both at common law and by statute, which are the subjects 
of a public prosecution. These wiQ be ^ven under the beads 
of the different offences, alphabetically arranged ; and, it is 
hoped, will be a sufficient guide to justices of the peace in all 
their proceedings in these cases. Many of them are taken from 
the precedents of indictments in the English books. Those 
which are founded upon our statutes, must necessarily, in many 
cases, be original. These forms, however, have become familiar 
from long official experience ; and many of them are taken from 
precedents in cases which have been the subjects of judicial 
animadversion. As was originally proposed, they will be intro- 
duced or accompanied with definitions taken from approved 
authorities, and concise preliminary remarks, notes, and direc- 
tions. 

It will be noticed that certain expressions, which are still re- 
tained in the English precedents, are here rejected ; such as the 
following, used in indictments for capital offences, viz. *' not hav- 
ing the fear of Grod before his eyes, but being moved and seduced 
by the instigation of the devil ;" and the phrase " in the peace of 
God then and there being." As it has been long setded, that 
these allegations are not necessary to the validity of an indict- 
ment, or any other criminal accusation,* it is high time they 
were expunged from the records of judicial proceedings. There 
is a degree of irreverence, which nothing but the antiquity of the 
practice can excuse, in introducing the sacred name of the Deity 
upon these common occasions ; and as to the other phrase, it is 
never pronounced in the courts of diis country without exciting a 
smile of ridicule in the audience. 

* 2 Hale, 185, Bums J. Indictment IX ; 6 East, 472, 478, 474. 
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completed ; he must know the felon to be guilty ; and he must 
receive, relieve, aid, or assist him. As to what acts will implicate a 
person as accessary after the fact, see also 1 Chitty's Crown Law, 
264, 536. To receive stolen goods, knowing them to be stolen, 
not falling under any of the descriptions of the common law, did 
not constitute ttie receiver an accessary, but was a distinct mis- 
demeanor, punishable by fine and imprisonment.* But by seve- 
ral statutes, the receivers were made accessaries, and punisha- 
ble in the same degree and manner as accessaries after the fact.f 

The offence of being an accessary to a crime, can only refer to 
felonies, whether by common law, or made so by statute ; con- 
cerning which it is generally true, that when an odence is felony, 
either by common law or by statute, all accessaries, both before 
and after the fact, are incidentally included.]: But if the statute 
that creates the felony comprehend, in express terms, accessaries 
before, and make no mention of accessaries after the fact, it 
seems there can be no accessaries after, for in such case the con- 
struction would be, that accessaries after were not intended to be 
included ; which is an offence of a lower degree, than accessaries 
before.§^ 

The precedents of complaints before a justice against acces- 
saries for the several felonies, made and punished as such by our 
law, will be found under the head of each felony. Complaints 
against accessaries in larceny, will be found among the forms of 
complaints for larceny, (and so of all the other felonies,) where 
it is most convenient to place them ; that all the forms relative 
to each offence, and all that relates to it, may be collected and 
placed together. 

• 1 Hale, 620 ; 1 Chit. C. L. 625, 626. f 3 Mass. Law8, 299. 

} Bums J. Accessary I. § Ibid. ; 1 Hale, 614. 
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ministered by the said C. D., and taken by the said E. F., was 
prematurely delivered of the same child ; against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid be. Wherefore [^Cor^ 
dusion caijantej p. 137.] 

Far catmng an Abortion by an Instrument. 

A. B. of B., in the counQr of S., upon his oath complabs, 
that C. D. of m the county of [additum] on the 

day of now last past, with force and arms at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully, wickedly, and 
inhumanly, force and thrust a certain instrument, called a 
which he the said C. D. in his right hand then and there had 
and held, up and mto the womb and body of one E. F., she the 
said E. F. being then and there pregnant and quick with child, 
with a wicked mtent to cause and procure the said E. F. to mis- 
carry and to bring forth the said child, of which she was then 
and there as aforesaid pregnant and quick ; and that she the said 
E. F. afterwards, to wit, on the day of then next 

ensuing, at B, aforesaid, by means of the forcing and thrusting of 
the said instrument into the womb and body of her the said E. F. 
by the said C. D. m manner aforesaid, did bring forth the said 
child, (of which she was so pregnant and quick,) dead. Where- 
fore the said A. B. be. [^Conclusion as ante, p. 137.] 

Articles of Peace. — See " Surety of the Peace " and 
" Good Behaviour." 

Arson. — See " Burning.'* 



ADULTERY. 

In England, the temporal courts take no cognisance of the 
crime of adultery, otherwise than as a private injury. There 
are, of course, no precedents of indictments for this offence, in 
the common law courts ; but it is left to the feeble coercion of 
the spiritual courts, according to the rules of the canon law.* By 
the statutes of this Commonwealthf it is severely punished by in- 
dictment in the Supreme Judicial Court. 

* 4 Bl. Com. 64. f Statute 1784, chap. 40. 
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Farm of a Complaint for Mvitery^ by a married Man with an 

unmarried Woman. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, on 
the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid in the 
county aforesaid, did commit the crime of adultery with one 
E. F. of said spinster ; by then and there having carnal 
knowledge of the body of her the said E. F., he the said C. D. 
being then and there a married man, and havmg a lawful wife 
alive ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contraiy to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore iic. [^Conclusion as ante, in the gejieralform of a complaint, 
p. 187.] 

For Adultery, by a married Man with a married Woman. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, on 
the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, did commit the crime of adultery with one 
E. F., the wife of one G. H,, by having carnal knowledge of the 
body of her the said E. F. ; he the said C. D. being then and 
there a married man, and having a lawful wife alive ; and she the 
said E. F. bebg then and there a married woman, and the law- 
ful wife of the said 6. H. ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and against the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. [as antCy p. 137.]* 



ASSAULTS AND BATTERIES. 

An assault is an attempt, or oSkr, with force and violence, to 
do a coporal hurt to another ; as by striking at him with or with- 
out a weapon ; or presendng a gun at him, at a distance to 
which the gun will carry ; or pointing a pitchfork at him, stand- 

* When a magifltrate binds over or commitB a person to be tried for this of- 
fence, he should direct the complainant to be prepared with the evidence of the 
marriage of the parties accused, to be laid before the grand joiy. A witness 
present at the marriage is the best evidoioe of its being solemnized. 
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ing within the reach of it ; or by holding up the fist at him, or 
by any other similar act, done in an angry, threatening manner.* 
A person, charged with an assault and battery, may be found 
guilty of the former, and acquitted of the latter. Every battery 
includes an assault ; but no words whatsoever can amount to an 
assault.f 

Every injury whatever, be it ever so small, if actually done to 
the person of another, in an angr}'', rude, revengeful, or insolent ' 
manner, as by spitting in his face, or in any way touching him in 
anger, or jostling him out of the way, is a battery in the eye of 
the law.| But where a man, in his own defence, beats another 
who first assaults him, he may take advantage of it upon a crimin- 
al prosecution as well as upon a civil action ; but with this differ- 
ence, that in the first case he may give it in evidence upon the 
plea of Dot guilty, and in the latter he must plead it specially.^ 

Form of a Complaint for an Assatdt, not accompanied with a 

Battery »\\ 

[The commencement of the complaint^ as in the general form^ 
ante^ p. 137. J A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon 
his oath complains, that C. D. of in the county of 

laborer, on the day now last past, with force and arms, 

at aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon him the 
said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, with a certain offensive weapon, which he the said 
C. D. in his right hand then and there had and held, called a 
cane, did make an assault ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. 
then and there did and committed, to the great injury of him the 
said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth aforesaid. [Condumn as in the general form^ ante 
p. 137.] 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 62, si. f Id. | Id. s. 2. § Id. s. 8. 

II It is remarkable that several of the books of precedents of indictments do 
not contain any forms for assaults unaccompanied with a battery. The principle, 
that in many cases the higher includes the lesser offence, and that therefore, 
when the facts will not warrant a charge for the former, the party may be con- 
victed of the latter upon the same indictment, is no justification for finding a bill, 
or swearing to a complaint which is not true. There are exceptions, however, 
in cases of homicide, when the grand jury will be cautious in deciding upon the 
difference between murder and manslaughter ; they ought in general to le^ve 
that to the court and traverse jury. 
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For a common Assault and Battery. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S. \addit%on\j upon bis oath 
complains, that C. D. of B. in the said county of S. \additifm\ 
on the day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 

eight hundred and twenty-two, with force and arms at B. afore- 
said, in the county of S. aforesaid, in and upon the body of the 
said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth then and there 
being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did then and 
there beat, wound, and iU treat, and other wrongs to the said 
A. B. then and there did, to the great injuiy of him tiie said 
A. B. and acainst the peace and dignity oi the Conunonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore oic. 

For Assault and Battery^ by casting a Person on a Brick Floor ^ 

kicking him, fyc. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., laborer, upon his oath cob^ 
plains, that C. D. of B. in the county of S., laborer, on me 
day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A* B., in the peace of said Commonwealth then and there 
being, did make an assault, and him the said A. B. did then and 
there beat, wound, bruise, and ill treat ; and that the said C. D. 
with both his hands did then and there violently cast and throw 
the said A. B. upon and against a certain brick floor there, and 
him the said A. B., in and upon his head, breast, back, sides, 
and other parts of his body, with the feet of him the said C. D. 
then and there violenlty and grievously did kick, strike, and beat, 
giving to the said A. B. then and there, as well by such casting 
and throwing of him the said A. B., as also by such kicking, 
striking, and beating of the said A. B. as aforesaid, in and upon 
the head, breast, back, sides, and other parts of the body of him 
the said A. B*, divers bruises, hurts, and wounds ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did and committed, to 
the great damage of him the said A. B., and against the peace 
and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore the said 
A* B. ixc. J[Co7iclusion as ante, p 137.] 

For an Assault, and beating out an Eye. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
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the said A. B*, in the peace of the said Commonweatb then and 
there beings did make an assauh, and him die said A. B. did 
then and there beat, wound, bruise, and ill treat, so that his life 
was thereby gready endangered ; and that he the said C. D., 
with his right hand, the said A. B. in and upon the left eye of 
him the said A. B. then and there unlawfully, videndv, and ma« 
liciously did strike ; by means whereof the said A. B. then and 
there, the use, sight, and benefit of his said left eye, entirely lost 
and was deprived of; and also by means of the premises, the 
said A. B. became sick, languid, and distempered, and remained 
so sick, languid, and distempered, for a long time, to wit, for the 
space of three months ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then 
and there did, to the great damage of him the said A. B., and 
aeainst the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore the said A. B. 8z;c. [^Condtman as antt^ p 137.] 

For an Assault^ and tearing the Hair off the Complainants 

Head, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S. [additionly upon her oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county of aforesaid, in and upon the 

body of her the said A. B., in the peace of the said Common- 
wedth then and there being, did make an assault, and her the 
said A. B. did then and there beat, wound, bruise, and ill treat ; 
and also that he the said C. D. did then and there unlawfully 
and violently seize and lay hold of the said A. B. by the hair of 
her head, and did then and there with great force, wrath, and 
violence, pull and drag the said A. B. by the same, by means 
whereof he the said C. D. did then and there unlawfully and 
cruelly pull and tear the hair of the head of her the said A. B. 
off by the roots, and the head of her the said A. B. was thereby 
grievously wounded and hurt, and the said A. B. thereby put to 
great pain and torture ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then 
and there did, to the great damage of the said A. B., and against 
the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore the said A. B. &lc. \^Condtmon as ante^ p. 137.] 

For an Assault upon a Constable in the Execution of his Office. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oadi 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of \addition'\ 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county of S. aforesaid, in and upon the body 
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of him the said A. B., he being then and there one of the con- 
stables of the said town of B., legally authorized and duly quali- 
fied to discharge and perform the duties of said office, and being 
then and there in the due and lawful execution of the same, and 
also being then and there in the peace of said Commonwealth^ 
did make an assault, and him the said A. B. did then and there 
beat, wound, and ill treat, and in the due and lawful execution of 
his said office, did then and there unlawfully obstruct, hinder, and 
oppose ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did^ 
to the great damage of him the said A. B., and against the peace 
and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore the 
said A. B. he. ICandtuion as antej p. 137.]* 

For an Assault and false Imprisonment, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 
on the day of now last past, with force and 
arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the 
body of him the said A. B., in the peace of the said Common- 
wesdtb then and there being, an assault did make, and him the 
said A. B. did then and there beat, wound, and abuse ; and him 
the said A. B. then and there against his will, and without his 
consent, unlawfuUy, without any warrant or justifiable cause 
whatever, did imprison, detain, and hold in duress for the space 
of three days then next followmg ; and other wrongs to the said 
A. B. then and there did and committed, to the great damage of 
him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the 
Commonwealth. Wherefore &c. {as ante, p. 137.] 

For an Assault with a Cane, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of labor- 

er, on the day of now last past, with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the 
body of the said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth 

* This form may be used, mv/tatu mutandii, for assaults upon all other offi- 
cers, as sherifl^/'coroners, and others. If the evidence should not be sufficient 
to convict the defendant of an assault upon the officer in the execution of his 
office, he may be found guilty, upon this complaint, of a common assault and 
battery. Such is now the common practice. In such case the record will be, 
that the party ** is not guilty of the assault upon the complainant in the exe- 
cution of his office, but guilty of m assault and battery upon the said complain- 
ant." 
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then and there being, did make and assault, and him the said 
A. B. with a large cane, which the said C. D. then and there in 
his right hand had and held, did strike divers grievous and danger- 
ous blows upon tlie head, back, shoulders, and other parts of the 
body of hira the said A. B., whereby the said A. B. was cruelly 
and dangerously beaten, bruised, and wounded, and his life great- 
ly endangered } and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and 
there did and committed, to the great damage of him the said 

A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For an Assatdt upon a Collector of a TurnpUct Corporation 

in the Execution of his Office. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforsaid, in and upon the said A. B., 
m the peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being ; 
and he the said A* B. being also then and there one of the col- 
lectors of the monies and toll payable by virtue of a certain act 
or law of this Commonwealth, made and passed in the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and entitled " an 
act [here insert the title of the act of incorporation correctly and 
verbatim\ and being then and there in the due and lawful execu- 
tion of the said office of collector of such monies and toll, did 
make an assault, and him the said A. B. did then and there beat, 
wound, and abuse ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and 
there did, to the great damage of him the said A. B., and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore &c. 

For assaulting the Driver of a Chaise, and overturning the 

Chaise with the wheel of a Cart, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of truck- 

man, on the day of now last past, with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the 
said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth, and in a 
certain chaise drawn by one horse in the common highway, then 
and there being, an insult did make ; and that the said C. D., 
then and there driving a horse drawing a cart, did in the high- 
way aforesaid, unlawfully, violently, and maliciously drive the 
said horse, so as aforesaid drawing said cart, to and against the 
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said chaise ; and by such driving did then and there, in the high- 
way aforesaid, unlawfully and maliciously force the said cart 
against the said chaise ; and that he the said C. D., witli one of 
the wheels of said cart, did then and there in the highway afore- 
said, unlawfully and maliciously overturn the said chaise, in which 
the said A. B. dien and tliere was as aforesaid ; by means of 
which overturning of the aforesaid chaise, he the said A. B. was 
then and there grievously hurt, bruised, and wounded ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great damage 
of him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of said 
Commonwealth. Wherefore &c. 

For an Assault, and encouraging a Dog to bite. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, on 
the day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and vrith force and arms, at B. aforesaid, 
in the county aforesaid, in and upon him the said A. B., in the 
peace of the said Commonwealth dien and there being, an as- 
sault did make, and him the said A. B. did then and there beat 
and abuse, and that he the said C. D. did then and there un- 
lawfully incite, provoke, and encourage a cenain dog belonging 
to him the said C. D., him the said A. B. then and there to be- 
set and bite ; by means whereof the same dog then and there 
did grievously bite the leg of him the said A. B., whereby his 
said leg was grievously hurt and wounded, and his life greatly 
endangered ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and there 
did, to the great damage of him the said A. B., and against the 
peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore be. 

For an Assault upon a Woman quick with Child. 

A. B., the wife of E. F. of B., in the county of S., upon her 
oath complains, that C. D* of in the county of yeo- 

man, on the day of now last past, with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon her 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonweahh then and 
there being, and also being then and there pregnant with a quick 
child, did make an assault, and her the said A. B. did then and 
there beat, wound, and abuse, so that her life was thereby great- 
ly endangered ; by reason whereof she the said A. B. afterwards, 
to wit, on the day of in the same month of 

at B. aforesaid, did bring forth the said child dead ; and other 
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wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great imurjr 
of her the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity oi the 
Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For riding over a Person toith a Horse. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of 
him the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and there beat, we|nd, and ill treat, and that he the said 
C. D. did then and there unlawfully and maliciously, and with great 
force and violencei ride and drive a certain horse agabst, upon, 
and over the said A. B., and thereby grievously wounded, bruis- 
ed, and ill treated him, whereby his lii^ was then and there great- 
ly endangered ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and 
diere did and committed, to the great damage of him the said 
A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For an Assault ^ and presenting a loaded Crttn, and threatening to 

fire it, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 
in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him the 
said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and there beat, iU treat, and abuse ; and that he the said C. D. 
did then and there level and point at the said A. B. a certain 
gun, which he the said C. D. in his hands then and there had 
and held, loaded with gunpowder and leaden balls, and did then 
and there, with the said gun so loaded, levelled, and pointed at 
the said A. B., threaten to shoot the said A. B., and did thereby 
put the said A. B. in great peril and danger of his life, and did 
thereby gready terrify and trighten him ; and other wrongs he 
the said C. D. then and there did, to the great damage of him 
the said A. B*, and against the peace and dignity of the Com- 
monwealth aforesaid* Wherefore &c. 
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For an AssauJt^ and violently taking away a Receipt far a Debt. 

A. B. of B.| in the counQr of St, yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C* D. of in , the county aforesaid, laborer, oa 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and mere beat, wound, and ill treat ; and that he the said 
C. D. then and there unlawfully, violently, and injuriou^, did 
seize and take irom the custody of him the said A* B., and 
against his will and consent, a certain accountable receipt, bear- 
ing date the day and year aforesaid, puvrporting to be a receipt of 
one E. F. [here descnhe the receipt as accurately as possible ;] 
and the same receipt he the said C. D. did then and there un- 
lawfully and wilfully detam and keep in his possession ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and ibere did, to the great damage 
of him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the 
Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &;c* 

For an Assault upon a Minister of the Gospelj wherAy he ims 

rendered incapable of doing his Duty. 

A. B. of B., in the county of clerk, upon his oath com- 

plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 

the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, and he the said A. B. being then and there a settled 
and ordained minister of the gospel in the said town of B., an 
assault did make, and him the said A. B. did then and th^e 
beat, wound, and ill treat ; and that he the said C. D., with both 
his fists, did strike divers grievous and dangerous blows upon the 
head, face, and other parts of the body of him tfae said A. B., 
whereby he was dangerously and grievously wounded and bruis- 
ed ; by means whereof the said A. B. became sick, distemper- 
ed, and debilitated, for the space of thirty days then next ensu- 
ing, and, during all the time last mentioned, suffered great bodily 
pain and anguish, and was also thereby prevented from, and ren- 
dered incapable, during all the said time last mentioned, of offici- 
ating in, and performing the duties of his office and function, as 
a setded minister of the gospel in the said town of B. ; and 
other wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great 
damage of him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity 
of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore Sec. 
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For an AasauUj with Intent to maim.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the. county of laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 
B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, and being then and there armed with a certain 
dangerous weapon called a knife, which he the said C. D. in his 
right hand then and there had and held, did make an assault, with 
an intention him the said A. B., with set purpose and aforethought 
malice, unlawfully to maim and disfigure, by unlawfully cutting 
off the left ear of him the said A. B. ; and other wrongs to the 
said A. B. then and there did, to the great injury of him the said 
A. B., against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided.f Where- 
fore the said A. B. prays 8£c. 

For a felonious Assault^ with a dravon Swordj with Intent to 

murder, \ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., mariner, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him the said A. B., 
in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being, 
with a certain dangerous weapon, to wit, with a drawn sword, 
with which he the said C. D. was then and there armed, and 
which he the said C. D, in his right hand then and there held, 
did make an assault, with an intention him the said A. B. then and 
there, with the drawn sword aforesaid, feloniously, wilMy, and 
of his malice aforethought, to kill and murder ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided.^ Wherefore ix/c. [as ante, p*137.] 

* 8 UuB, Laws, 288, 284. 

t This precedent may be used in all cases arising under the statates, by vaiy- 
jng the allegation as to the particular mode in which it was the intention of the 
party to maim or disfigure, which must always be alleged in the precise words 
of the statute. 

X Mass. Laws, stat 1804, chap. 122 ; also a late statute, passed Feb. 19, 1819, 
increasing the punishment of this offence. 

§ This form will answer in all cases of felonious assaults with a dangenMUi 
weapon, with intent to murder, vaiying the description of the weapon, accor- 
ding to the fact; as '< with a certain dangerous weapon called a pistol, loaded 
with gunpowder and leaden bullets." 
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For a fehniaus jissault, and casting into a Pond toUh Intent to- 

droum and suffocate. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S. [addilion\ upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of m the county of [additionl^ 

on the day of now last past, with force and*arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, and upon the body of him the 
said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth then and there 
being, with a dangerous weapon, to wit, with a large stick, which 
he, the said C. D., in both his hands then and there had and held, 
did make an assault, and him the said A. B. did then and there 
beat, wound, bruise, and ill treat ; and that he the said C. D., 
with both his hands, did then and there unlawfully, violendy, and 
maliciously cast, push, and throw the said A. B. into a certain 
pond there situate and being, wherein was a large quantity of 
water, and did then and there keep, press down, and confine the 
said A. B. in and under the said water, with intention him the 
said A. B. then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice 
aforethought, to suffocate and drown in the said water, and him 
the said A. B. by means thereof to kill and murder ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great damage 
of him the said A. B., against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. \as antCj p. 187.] 

For a felonious Assault^ with Intent to commit a Rape. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., single woman and spinster, 
upon her oath complains, that C. D. of in the county of 

laborer, on the day of now last past, with 

force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and 
upon her the said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth 
then and there being, did make an assault, with intent her the said 
A. B. then and there feloniously to ravish and carnally know, by 
force and against her will ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided.* Wherefore &c. 

* Mass. LawSy stat 1805, chap. 97. 
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Fin' a fehniaut Auavlty wUh inkuxt ccamaUy to k(MU> (md abwe 
a female ChUd under the age of ten Years.^ 

A. B* of B., in the county of S. [addUion']^ upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
laborer, an the day of now last past, with force 

and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon 
one E. F*, spinster, a woman child under the age of ten years, to 
wit, of the age of eight years, in the peace of the said Common- 
wealth then and there being, did make an assault, with intent her 
the said E. F. wickedly and feloniously to carnally know and 
abuse ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contraiy 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

For a felonious JluauU by two Penom upon a woman, with in- 
tent that one of them should ravish Aer.f 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., spinster, upon her oath com- 

f)lains, that C. D. and E. F. of in the county of 

aborers, on the day of now last past, with force 

and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon 
her the said A. B,, in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, did make an assault, with intent that he the said 
C. D. should Uien and there feloniously ravish and carnally know 
her the said A. B. by force and against her will ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &;c. 

For an Assault with intent to r<A.1(. 

A. B. of B*, in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of 
him the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, with a certain dangerous weapon called a pis* 
tol, then and there loaded with gunpowder and leaden bullets, 
with which he the said C. D. was then and there armed, and 
which he the said C. D. in his right hand then and there had 

* Mass. Laws, stat. 1815, chap. 86, by which the aforesaid punishment is en- 
hanced. 

t Mass. Laws, stat 1815, chap. 86. 

t Mass. Laws, stat. 1804, chap. 143 ; also the late statute 1818, chap. 124. 
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and held, and also with other actual violence, did make an as- 
sault. With intent the moneys, goods, and chattels of him the said 
A. B. fW)m the person, and against tlie will of him the said A. B., 
feloniously and by force and violence, and by assault and putting 
him in bodily fear and danger of his life, to steal, take, and rob, 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in sudi case made and provided. Wherefore 
&c. 

For an Assault ^ with Intent to steal; on the ninth Section of the 
Statute for the Punishment of Robberies and Larcenies.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., upon his oath complains, 
that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of now 

last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, m the county 
aforesmd, in and upon the body of him die said A. B,, in tfie 
peace of said Commonwealth then and there being, with a dan- 
gerous weapon, to wit, with a pistol, did make an assault, with 
intent the goods, chattels, and moneys of him the said A. B. from 
the person of him the said A. B. openly and violently lor pri- 
vily and fraudulently^ as the case may 6e,i to steal, take?, and 
carry away ; against die peace of the said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case oqade and pro- 
vided. Wherefore 8ic. 



BARRATRY. 



Babratrt is an offence at common law, and signifies the 
habitual moving, exciting, or maintaining suits and quarrels, either 
at law or otherwise. All kinds of disturbance of the peace, 
spreading false rumors and calumnies bc.j come under this de- 
nomination.f But a man cannot be thus guil^ in respect to a 
single act. Nor can an attorney be indicted for this crime 
merely from maintaining another in a groundless suit. It has been 
said that married women cannot be thus guilty ; but the better 
opinion is otherwise ; for as they are able to excite quarrels, they 
ought to answer for them.| 

* Mass. Laws, stat. 1804, chap. 143. 

t 4 Black. Com. 184 ; 1 Hawk. b. 1, c. 81. t Id. 
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Barratry 19 one of those excepted cases, where it is not neces- ^ 

sary to charge any specific act, or specify any particular place, 
in the form of the complaint ; but the allegation is, that the de- 
fendant is a Common Barrator ; the reason of which is, that the 
offence consists in habitual conduct, and not in a single malfea- 
sance, and involves several acts, which may be presumed to be 
done in dijBkrent places.* But betore the trial, notice in writing 
of the particular acts, intended to be relied upoD, must be given 
to the defendant 

An o&nce of equal malignity and audaciousness is that of 
suing another in the name of a fictitious plaintiff; either one who 
is not in being at all, or who is ignorant of the suitf This 
offence not only partakes of the nature of barratry, but is a high 
contempt of the court m which the suit is prosecuted, and pun- 
ished accordingly. Several cases of this latter kind have occur- 
red in the Supreme Court of this state, and the offenders have been 
punirtied for them. And by a late statute,| justices of the peace, ' 
and other officers therein named, are prohibited from purchasing, 
in any way or manner, any promissory note, account, or any oth- 
er demand, for the purpose of making to themselves any gain or 
profit from the writs or fees arising in the collection thereof, by a 
suit at law, under the penalty of a snm not exceeding five hun- 
dred, nor less than twenty dollars for each offence. 

Form of a Complaint, for being a Common Barrator. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentieman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of Esq., on 

the first day of June, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty, and on divers other days and times, as well 
before as afterwards, was, and yet is, a common barrator ; and 
that he the said C. D. on the said first day of June, and on di- 
vers other days and times, as well before as afterwards, in the 
county aforesaid, divers quarrels, strifes, suits, and controversies, 
among the honest and quiet citizens of the said Commonwealth, 
then and there did move, procure, stir up, and excite ; to the evil 
example of all others in like cases to offend, and against the 
peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid.^ Where- 
fore 8z€. 

* Hawk. b. 2, c. 26, b. 69. f 4 Blac. Com. 184. 

t Maw. Laws, 8tat 1811, clu^. 62. § Cr. Cir. Comp. 178. 
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Against an Attorney j for suing a Person in the Name of one 
who was tgriordnt of the Suit^ and had no Interest therein^* 

A. B. of B., ia the county of S., gentleman, on oatb complains, 
that C. D. of .in the county of gentleman, on the 

day of DOW last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county 

aforesaid, being then an attorney of the Court of Common Pleas 
for the said county of S., duly admitted, sworn, and authorized to 
practise as an attorney of said court, had in his custody and pos- 
session a certain promissory note of hand, bearing date Ssc. [here 
insert a copy of the note, or the purport and substance of it^ if 
not in the possession of the magistrate^] And that he, the said 
C. D., did then and there, unlawfully and fraudulently, and with 
a design to injure and oppress one E. F., commence an action 
upon the aforesaid note of hand, to the Court of Common Pleas 
then next to be holden at A., within and for the county of K., on 
the Tuesday of .in the year of our Lord one thou- 

sand eight hundred and against the said E. F., as the 

maker of said note, in the name of one G. H. of tec., without 
the knowledge or consent of him the said G. H., and without any 
power or authority from him therefor ; he the said G. H. then 
and there having no interest, property, or concern in the said 
note, either as indorsee thereof, or in any other way or manner 
whatever ; and that he the said C. D., the aforesaid action so as 
aforesaid unlawfully and fraudulently commenced, did unlawfully, 
fraudulently, and vexatiously prosecute to final judgment and 
execution, with intent him the said A. B. to injure, harass, and 
oppress ; and also with intent unlawfully and oppressively to in- 
hance and augment the cost to be taxed for the benefit of him 
the said C. D. in the aforesaid action and suit; in violation of his 
duty as an attorney of the aforesaid Court of Common Pleas, to 
the great injury, oppression, and impoverishment of the said A. B., 
and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth afore- 
said-f 

* 4 Bla. Com. 184. 

t Judgment was rendered upon an indictment, from which this form is taken, 
in the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts in the county of Suffolk. 

The statute of 1811, chap. 62, before alluded to, prohibiting justices of the 
peace, and other officers &c. from buying promissory notes and other demands, 
for the purpose of making profit in the collection thereof, is framed in language 
so involyed and ambiguous, that whenever application b made to a magistrate, 
for a process upon thai statute, it will be advisable for him to refer the complain^ 
ant to the attorney or solicitor general, for the form of his complaint. The stat- 
ute, though consisting of but one section, is supposed to provide for the punish- 
ment of more than twenty distinct offences. 

23 
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BASTARD.— See « Murder.'' 

The statute of tbis CommoDwealth,* made to prevent the de- 
stroying and murdering of bastard children, provides for the pun- 
ishment of three distinct offences ; to wit, first, that of a woman's 
concealing her pregnancy, and being willingly delivered in secret 
of a child, which by law would be a bastard ; secondly, for a wo- 
man's concealing the death of any such child ; and thirdly, that of 
a woman who is guilty of the wilful murder of her infant bastard 
child. The form of a complaint, for this last offence, will be 
found under the head of Murder, where it more properly belongs, 
and where it has been usually placed in the books of English 
precedents. 

Form of a Complaint against a Woman^ for concealing her 

Pregnancy. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of spinster, on 
the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, being then and there pregnant with a [male] 
child, did then and there conceal her pregnancy ; and was then 
and there willingly delivered in secret by herself of the said 

Smale] child, the issue of her body ; which child, by the laws of 
lis Commonwealth, was a bastard ; against tlie peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contraiy to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &£c. 

Against a Woman for concealing the Death of a Bastard Child. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, on his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of spinster, on 
the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, being then and there pregnant with a [male] 
child, did bring forth the said child, of the body of her the said 
C. D.9 and was then and there willingly delivered thereof, alone, 
and in secret by herself; which said child, so being bom, and so 
being the issue of the body of her the said C. D., if it were bom 
alive, was, by the laws of this Commonwealth, a bastard ; and 
that she, the said C. D., did then and there endeavour, privately 

* Man. Laws, stat 1784, chap. 44. 
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by herself, [or by tiie procurement of one E. F., tf such were the 
fact,'] to conceal the death of said bastard child, the said issue of 
her body, so that it might not come to light whether it were bom 
alive or not, or whether it were murdered or not ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided.* 

The forms of proceedings upon our statute, for the mainte- 
nance of bastard children, will be found among the forms of a 
justice's records, ante, page 165. They not being strictly of the 
nature of a criminal prosecution, do not make a part of the forms 
of proceedings in such cases. 

B£GGABS &c. — ^For forms of proceedings against them, see 
" House of Correction," post. 

Bestiality. — See " Sodomy." 

Bigamy. — See " Polygamy."f 



BLASPHEMY. 



All blasphemies agamst Grod, or the Christian Religion, or the 
Scriptures of the Old and New Testament, are indictable at 
common law, as well as upon the statute agamst blasphemy. So, 
it is said, are all impostors in religion, such as falsely pretend to 
extraordinary missions from God, or who terrify or abuse the peo- 
ple with false denunciations of judgments.^ Perhaps the most ap- 
propriate and proper remedy for the latter evil, is the neglect and 
contempt with which these impostors ought always to be treated. 

By a statute of 9 &; 10 of William III. it was enacted, that if 
any person, professing the Christian religion, shall deny any one 
of the Persons of the Trinity to be God, or shall assert or main- 
tain, that there are more God's than one^ he shall be subjected 

* The forma of these two Complaints are the same as hare been adopted and 
used in indictments upon this statute, in the Supreme Court of tilts state, 
t 4 Bla. Com. 168. — Polygamy is the most proper word. 
i I East, P. C. 8 ; 1 Blass. Laws, 69. 
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wrongs to the said A. B. then and diere did, to the great imury 
of her the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity oi the 
Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 

For riding over a Person %oiih a Hone. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of 
him the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth dien 
and there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and there beat, wei nd, and ill treat, and that he the said 
C. D. did then and there unlawfully and maliciously, and with great 
force and violencci ride and drive a certain horse against, upon, 
and over the said A. B., and thereby grievously wounded, bruis- 
ed, and ill treated him, whereby his life was then and there great- 
ly endangered ; and other wrongs to the said A. B. then and 
there did and committed, to the great damage of him the said 
A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c* 

For an Jlsiavit, and presenting a loaded Gun, and threatening to 

fire a. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 
in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him the 
said A. B., in the peace of the said Cfommonwealth then and 
there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and there beat, ill treat, and abuse ; and that he the said C. D. 
did then and there level and point at the said A. B. a certain 
gun, which he the said C. D. in his hands then and there had 
and held, loaded with gunpowder and leaden balls, and did then 
and there, with the said gun so loaded, levelled, and pointed at 
the said A. B., threaten to shoot the said A. B., and did thereby 
put the said A. B. m great peril and danger of his life, and did 
thereby greatly terrify and trighten him ; and other wrongs he 
the said C. D. then and there did, to the great damage oT him 
the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of die Com- 
monwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 
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For an Assaidti and violently taking away a Receipt for a Debt. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, ujxxi bis oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in . the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, an assault did make, and him the said A. B. did 
then and l^bere beat, wound, and ill treat ; and that he the said 
C. D. then and there unlawfully, violently, and iniurioudv, did 
seize and take from the custody of him the said A. B., and 
against his will and consent, a certain accountable receipt, bear- 
ing date the day and year aforesaid, purporting to be a receipt of 
one E. F. \here describe the receipt as accurately as possible ;] 
and the same receipt he the said C. D. did then and there un- 
lawfully and wilfully detain and keep in his possession ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and mere did, to the great damage 
of him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the 
Commonwealth aforesaid, wherefore &c. 

For an Assault upon a Minister of the Gospel^ tohereby he ums 
rendered incapable of doing his Duty. 

A. B. of B., in the county of clerk, upon his oath com- 

plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 

the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in die county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, and he the said A. B. being then and there a settled 
and ordained minister of the gospel in the said town of B., an 
assault did make, and him the said A. B« did then and there 
beat, wound, and ill treat ; and that he the said C. D., with both 
his fists, did strike divers grievous and dangerous blows upon the 
head, face, and other parts of the body of him the said A. B., 
whereby he was dangerously and grievously wounded and bruis- 
ed ; by means whereof the said A. B. became sick, distemper- 
ed, and debilitated, for the space of thirty days then next ensu- 
ing, and, during all the time last mentioned, suffered great bodily 
pam and anguish, and was also thereby prevented from, and ren- 
dered incapable, during all the said time last mentioned, of offici- 
ating in, and performing the duties of his office and function, as 
a setded mmister of the gospel in the said town of B. ; and 
other wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great 
damage of nim the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity 
of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore Sec. 
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jPot an Aiiaultf mih Intent to maim.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the. county of laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 
B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him 
the said A. B«, in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, and being then and there armed mih a certain 
dangerous weapon called a knife, which he the said C. D. in his 
right hand then and there had and held, did make an assault, with 
an intention him the said A. B., with set purpose and aforethought 
malice, unlawfully to maim and disfigure, by unlawfully cutting 
off the left ear of him the said A. B, ; and other wrongs to the 
said A. B. then and there did, to the great injury of him the said 
A. B., against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute m such case made and provided.f Where- 
fore the said A. B. prays &ui. 

For a felonious Assault, with a dravm Sword, ttnth Intent to 

murder, "l 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complams, that C. D. of said B., mariner, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, in and upon the body of him the said A. B., 
in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being, 
with a certain dangerous weapon, to wit, with a drawn sword, 
with which he the said C. D. was then and there armed, and 
which he the said C. D, in his right hand then and there held, 
did make an assault, with an intention him the said A. B. then and 
there, with the drawn sword aforesaid, feloniously, willully, and 
of his malice aforethought, to kill and murder ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided^ Wherefore &;c. [as ante, p«137.] 

* 8 Mass. Laws, 288, 284. 

t This precedent may be used in aU cases arising under the statutes, by vary- 
ing the allegation as to the particular mode in which it was the intention of die 
party to maim or disfigure, which must always be aOeged in the precise words 
of the statute. 

X Mass. Laws, stat 1804, chap. 122 ; also a late statute, passed Feb. 19, 1819, 
increasing the punishment of this offence. 

§ This form will answer in all cases of felonious assaults with a dangerom 
weapon, with intent to murder, vaiying the description of the weapon, accor- 
ding to die fact; as << with a certain dangerous weapon called a pistol, loaded 
widi gunpowder and leaden bullets/' 
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For a fehniaus JlnsauU, and coiting into a Pond ivUh Intent to- 

drown and st^ffbcate. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S. [addiium]^ upon his oath 
complams, that C. D. of in the county of [addition']^ 

on the day of now last past, with force ancTarms, at 

B. aforesaid, m the county aforesaid, and upon the body of him the 
said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth then and there 
being, with a dangerous weapon, to wit, with a large stick, which 
he, £e said C. D., in both his hands then and there had and held, 
did make an assault, and him the said A. B. did then and there 
beat, wound, bruise, and ill treat ; and that he the said C. D., 
with both his hands, did then and there unlawfully, violendy, and 
maliciously cast, push, and throw the said A. 6. into a certain 
pond there situate and being, wherein was a large quantity of 
water, and did then and there keep, press down, and confine the 
said A. B. in and under the said water, with intention him the 
said A. B. then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice 
aforethought, to suffocate and drown in the said water, and him 
the said A. B. by means thereof to kill and murder ; and other 
wrongs to the said A. B. then and there did, to the great damage 
of him the said A. B., against the peace of said CommonwealS), 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. [as ante^ p. 187.] 

For a felonious Assault^ with Intent to commit a Rape. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., single woman and spbster, 
upon her oath complains, that C. D. of in the county of 

laborer, on the day of now last past, with 

force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and 
upon her the said A. B., in the peace of said Commonwealth 
then and there being, did make an assault, with intent her the said 
A. B. then and there feloniously to ravish and carnally know, by 
force and against her will ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided.* Wherefore &c. 

* Mass. Laws, stat. 1805, chap. 97. 
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? aforesaid, was one of the Justices of the Court of CSommon 
leas &;c. [$tate the style of the ctmrt^ duly and legally ap- 
pointed, qualified, and sworn to discharge and perform the duties 
of that office ; which, the said complainant alleges, is an office 
of great importance and trust concerning the administration of 
justice within this Commonwealth. And that he the said C. D., 
contriving and intending the duties of his said office, and the 
trust and confidence thereby reposed in him, to prostitute and 
betray, did then and there, unlawfully and corruptly accept and 
receive of one E. F. the sum of dollars, as a pecuniary re- 
ward to influence and induce him the said C. D. to \here state 
the subject matters concerning which the bribe was received ;1 and 
that he, the said C. D., did thereby wilfully, unlawfully, and cor- 
ruptly prostitute and betray, for the said pecuniary reward by him 
the said C. D., in his said office and station, in that behalf so as 
aforesaid accepted, taken, and received, the dunes of his said 
office and the trust and confidence reposed in him therein ; to 
the great dishonor, scandal, and prostitution of the justice of said 
Commonwealth, and against the peace and digni^ of the same* 
Wherefore &c. 

Far attempting to bribe a Justice of the Court of Common Pleas^ 

A. B. of B., in the county of C, upon his oath complains^ 
that CD. of in the county of Esq., on the 

day of now last past, at B« aforesaid, in the county afore* 

said, was one of the justices of the Court of Common Pleas, 
[state the style of the courts] duly and legally appointed, qualified, 
and sworn to dischai'ge and perform the duties of said office, 
which, the said complainant avers, is an office of great importance 
and trust within this Commonwealth ; and that E. F. of in 

the county of yeoman, on the same day of in the year 

aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, well knowing the premises, but unlawful- 
ly and corruptly devising and intending the said C. D. to seduce 
and corrupt, and to tempt him to prostitute and betray the duties of 
his said office and station, and the trust and confidence thereby 
reposed in him, did then and there unlawfully and corruptly pro- 
pose and offer, and did cause and procure to be unlawiuUy and 
corruptly proposed and offered to be paid to the said C. D. a 
certain sum of money, to wit, the sum of dollars, as a 

pecuniary reward to induce and influence him the said C. D. to 
prostitute and betray the duties of his said office by [here state 
the facts concerning which the bribe was offered ;] to the great 
injury and dishonor of him the said C. D., and against the peace 
and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 
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For bribing a Person to procure an Office of That; v, 

vindal Statute of 1758. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S., Esq., upon his oh^ 
complains, that C. D. of &c., yeoman, on tiie day oi 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
did unlawfully and corruptly give and pay to one E. F. the sum 
of dollars, as a consideration and pecuniary reward, in 

order to induce him, the said E. F., to procure for him, the said 
C. D., the office of [here state the naitne of the office ;1 the said 
office being then and there a place of trust within this Common- 
wealth ; against the peace of the said Commonwealdi, and contranr 
to the form of the statute in such case made and providea. 
Wherefore fac. 

For corruptly acceptit^ a Bribej to procure an Office of Trust; 

on the provincial Statute of 1758. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, 

on the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, did unlawfully and corruntly accept, take, and 
receive of one E. F. the sum of dollars, as a considera- 

tion and pecuniary reward for procuring, and unlawfully and cor- 
ruptly undertaking to procure, for him the said E. F. the office 
of [here state the name of the office ;1 the said office being then 
ana there a place of trust within diis Commonwealth; against 
the pe^ce of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore be* 



BURGLARY : 

And other unlawful breaking and entering of buildingB. 

The following preliminary remarks upon this offence are 
taken principally from the fourth volume of Blackstone's Com- 
mentaries. They contain a mere outline of the numerous cases, 
principles, and distinctions relative to the different branches of the 
crime of burglary, which are to be found in the books. It would 
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be iocompatible with the object of this work to insert them more 
at large. 

A burghr is ^* he that hj night breaketfa and entereth into a 
mansion-house, with intent to commit a felony."* In this defini- 
tion there are four things to be considered ; the time^ the i^acCf 
the manner, and tlie intent. 

The time must be by night; for in the day time diere is no 
burglary. The law has setded what is to be reckoned night and 
what day, for this purpose. If there be daylight enough, eith^ 
begun in the morning, or left in the evenbg, so as that the fea- 
tures of a man's face may be thereby discerned, it isnoburglaiy. 
But this does not extend to moonlight ; for the malignity ot the 
offence does not so properly arise from its being done in the dark, 
as at the dead of the night ; " when all the creation, except 
beasts of prey, are at rest ; and when sleep has disarmed the 
owner, and rendered his casde defenceles5."f Both the break- 
ing and the entry must be by night ; for if the breaking were in 
the night, and die entry in the day, or vice versa, the ofience 
would not amount to burglary.} 

The place must be in a mafmon^house. For no other distant 
building is considered to be a man's castle of defence. The 
house must be a place of residence. For a house under repair, 
in which no one lives, though the owner's property is deposited 
there, is not a place in which a burglary can be committed^ But 
the proprietor of the house need not be actually within it, at the 
time the offence is committed. For if he leaves it with his goods 
in it, and with an intention to return, though no person resides 
there in his absence, it will still be his mansion.^ Burglary may 
also be committed in a variety of buildings adjoining to, or mak- 
ing a part of dwelling-houses, and in separate apartments, occu- 
pied by lodgers. The reader is referred to the English writers 
upon crown law, for the cases and decisions upon this particular 
branch of the crime of burglary. 

As to the manner of comnntting bui^lary ; there must be both 
a breaking and entry to complete it.|| But they need not both 

* 4 Bit. Com. 224. U^ } 1 Hale, 551 ; 1 Leach, 185. 

§ Fost. 77. II 4 Bla. Com. 226. 
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be done at the same time. For if a breach be made on one 
night, and the same breakers enter the next night through the 
same breach, they are burglars.'* There must be an actual 
breaking. But this may be done by breaking, or taking out from, 
or opening a window ; or by lifting the latch of a door, or un* 
loosing any other fastening that the owner has provided. If the 
thief descend through a chimney it is burglary. If admittance 
be obtained by fraud, as where the defendant met a servant who 
kept the key, and by false pretences enticed him to let her in, on 
which she robbed the house, it is burglary.f 

An entry is requisite as well as breaking. The introduction of 
any part of the body will amount to an entry. As if the party 
breaks open a shop window, and with his hand takes out goods, 
the offence is complete.]; Even the introduction of a hook, with 
intent to steal, may amount to burglary.^ There are several 
other acts which will amount to a burglarious entry, which are 
stated and explained in the books upon criminal law, to which 
the reader is referred. 

The last ingredient, in this crime, is the intent* The breaking 
and entry must be with a felonious intent^ otiierwise it is only a 
trespass. II And it is the same whether such intention be actually 
ckrried into execution or not. And therefore, when a house is 
burglariously broken and entered, with intent to commit a rob- 
bery, a murder, a rape, or any other felony, it b burglary, wheth- 
er the thing be actually perpetrated or not.ir The foregoing re- 
marks apply to febnies created by statute, as well as those at 
common law ; because all the properties of a felony at common 
law are given to an offence when created by statute.** 

The following forms, (except the first, which is at common law,) 
or precedents of complaints, for burglary tie. are drawn upon 
the statute of this Commonwealth.f f By the first section of this 
statute, no burglary is punished as a capital felony, unless the 
offender, at the time of committing the burglary, be armed with 
a dangerous weapon, or arm himself in the house with a danger- 

• I Hale, 561. t 2 East, P. C. 486. J Post 107. § 3 Inst 64. 

II 4 Bla. Com. 227. IT Id. ** 4 Bla. Com. 228 ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 88, 1. 19. 
ft Statute 1805, chapter 101. 
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0U8 weapon, any person being lawfully therein, or shall commit 
an actual assault upon any person lawfully bemg in such house. 
The second section provides for the pumshment of burglary, 
when not committed with either of the aggravations stated in the 
first section, by solitary imprisonment, and confinement to hard 
labor for life. The other secdons of the statute provide for the 
punishment of accessaries, and such other breaking and entering 
of buildings as do not amount to burglary. 

Form €f a Complaint for Burglary at Common Law. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 

Elabs, that C. D. of in in the county of la- 

orer, on the day of now last past, about the hour 

of twelve, in the night of the same day, with force and arms, at 
B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, the dwelUng-house of one 
E. F., there situate, feloniously and burglariously did break and 
enter, with btent the goods and chattels of the said E. F., in the 
said dwelling-house then and there being, then and there feloni- 
ously and burglariously to steal, take, and carry away ; and one 
watch with a silver case, of the value of twenty dollars, and 
[state here aU the articles stolen^ with the value of eocA,] of the 
goods and chattels of the said E. F. in the said dwelling-house 
then and there being found, then and there feloniously and bur- 
glariously did steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid.* Wherefore &c. 

For a Burglary, Deferidant being armed with a dangerous 
Weapon : On the First Section of the Statute.^ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, about the hour of eleven 

m the night of the same day, with iorce and arms, at B. afore- 
said, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him the said 
A. B., there situate, feloniously and burglariously did break and 
enter, with intent the goods and chattels of the said A. B., in the 
said dwelling-house then and there being, feloniously and bur- 
glariously to steal, take, and carry away ; he the said A. B. and 
divers odier persons of his family being then and there lawfully 
therein, and he the said C. D. being then and there, at the time 

« Cr. Cir. Coo^. 208 ; 2 Chit. C. L. 1100. 
t M&88. Laws, itat 1805, chap. 101. 
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of breaking and entering said dwellbg-house as aforesaid, armed 
with a certain dangerous weapon caUed a pistol, which was then 
and there loaded with gunpowder and leaden bullets ; and one 
alver tankard of the value of fifty dollars, of the goods and 
chattels of the said A. B., in the dwelling-house aforesaid then 
and there being found, then and there feloniously and burglarious- 
ly did steal, take, and cariy away ; against the peace of said 
Conunonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &lc. 

For a Burglary by breaking out of a DtveUing^House : On the 

First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, about the hour of one in 
the night of Uie same day, with force and arms at B. aforesaid, 
in the county aforesaid, having entered, and then and there being 
in the dwelling-house of the said A. B., there situate, with intent 
the goods and chattels^of him the said A. B., in the said dwelling- 
house then and there being, feloniously and burglariously to steal, 
take, and carry away, one pocket book, of the value of one dol- 
lar, and sundry bank notes, amounting together to the sum of 
one hundred dollars, and of the value of one hundred dollars, of 
the goods and chattels of him the said A. B., in the said dwel- 
ling-house of him the said A. B. then and there being found, 
with force and anns, feloniously did steal, take, and carry away. 
And that the said C. D., being so as aforesaid entered, and in 
the said dwelling-house with the said felonious intent ; and hav- ^ 
.ing committed the felony aforesaid, in manner and form aforesaid, 
and being then and there armed with a certain dangerous weap- 
on called a cudass, on the same day of aforesaid, 
in the year aforesaid, about the hour of one in the night of the 
same day, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, the same dwel- 
ling-house then and there feloniously and burglariously did break 
to get out of the same, and then and there feloniously and bur- 
glariously did break and get out of the same, he the said A. B. 
and divers others of his family being then and there lawfully 
therein ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to tlie form of the statute in such case made and provided 
Wherefore &c. 
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gold coin, called Eagles, of the value of one hundred dollars, of 
the moneys of him the said A. B., then and there in the dwelling- 
house aforesaid being found, feloniously and burglariously did 
steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For a Burglary against the Principal^ and others present^ aiding, 
assisting, Sfc. : On the First Section of the Statute. 

[Draw the complaint against the principal, eofJonnably to the 
foregoing precedents, as the case may be, and then proceed as 
follows :j And the said A. B. further complains, that E. F. of 
in the county aforesaid, laborer, at the time said burglary 
was committed, in manner and form aforesaid, to wit, on the 
said day of in the year aforesaid, with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, was feloniously 
and burglariously present, uding, assisting, and consenting in the 
febny and burglary aforesaid ; and aiding and assisting die said 
C. D. the felony and burglary aforesaid, in manner and form 
aforesaid, to do and commit ; asainst the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For a Burglary against the Principal, and Accessaries before 
the Fad : On the First Section of the Statute. 

[Draw the complaint against the principal according to the 
foregoing precedents, as the case may require, and then proceed:'] 
And the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, further complams, 
that E. F. of in the said county of laborer, before 

the committmg of the said felony and burglary, in manner and 
form aforesaid, to wit, on the day of in the year 

aforesaid, with force and arms at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, did feloniously and maliciously incite, move, procure, 
aid, and abet, counsel, hire, and command the said C. D. to do 
and commit die said felony and burglary, in manner and form 
aforesaid ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

Against an Accessay to a Burglary, after the Fact : On the Third 

Section of the Statute* 

[Draw the complaint aeainst the principal, conformable to the 
foregoing precedents, as the case may be, and then proceed asfoU 



192 BUROLA&T, &EC. 

laws ;] And the said A. B. further complains, that E. F. of said 
B., lalx>rer, afterwards, to wit, on the day of in the 

year aforesaid, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the coun- 
ty aforesaid, well knowing the said C. D. to have done and com- 
mitted the felony and burglary in form aforesaid, with force and 
arms, him the said C. D. then and there did knowingly harbor, 
conceal, maintain, and assist ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c. 

Far entering a Dwelling^House in the Night TYme, trithout 
breakings vnth intent fyc. : On the Fourth Section of the 
Statute, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him 
the said A. B., there situate, in the night time, to wit, about the 
hour of twelve, in the night of the same day, did enter, without 
breakmg, with intent the goods and chattels of him the said 
A. B., in the dwelling-house aforesaid, then and there being, felo- 
niously to steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided.* Wherefore iic. 

The last preceding form is to be adopted with only this altera- 
tion, that the words of the statute are to be adopted and used in 
such case, to wit, " tlie dwelling-house of the said A. B., there 
situate, in the day time did break and enter J^ 

* If there was a breakmg of the dwellmg-house in the day timet ihe com- 
plaints upon the second section of the statute, that is, for burglaries not coital, 
may be drawn according to the first of the foregoing forms for a buxglaxy at com- 
mon law ; excepting only, that it must conclude, ** contrary to the fonn of the 
statute in such case made and provided." The aggravations containedin the first 
section of the statute, which make the burglary capital, need not be negatived in 
a complaint on the second section ; that is, you need not allege, in the latter 
case, that the defendant was not armed with a dangerous weapon, or that he did 
not commit an actual assault upon some person lawfully in the house, &c If 
these aggravations, which make the burglary capital, are not alleged, the charge 
will be taken to be on the second section, and not for a capital bui]^ary ; and 
such has been the practice ever since the statute was enacted. 
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For hredking and entering a Ship or Vessel^ in the Day TimSj 
Vfith Intent fyc. :OntJ:e Fourth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., mariDer, upon bis oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the said coun^ of laborer, 
on the da^ of now last past, with force and arms, 
at B. aforesaid, m the county aforesaid, a certain ship or vessel 
of him the said A. B., called the then and there lying and 
being, within the body of the said county of in the day time, 
did break and enter, with intent tlie goods, chattels, and moneys 
of him the said A. B., in the vessel aforesaid then and there be- 
ing, feloniously to steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace 
of said Commonweath, and contrary to the form of the statute 
b such case made and provided. Wherefore iic. [as ante, 
p. 137.1* 



BURNING. 

Arson and other midicious Burning. 

The definition of Arson, at common law, is the malicious and 
wilful burning of the dweUing-house or out-houses of another 
man.f This definition is not stricdy correct when applied to the 
crime of arson, as a capital offence, distinct from the other spe- 
cies of malicious burning, as created by the statute of this Com- 
monwealth. By this statute, arson is where *^ any person shall 
wilfully and maliciously set fire to the dwelling-house of another, 
or to any out-building adjoining to such dwelling-house, or to any 
other building, and by the kindling of such fire, or by the burn- 
ing of such other building, such dweUing-house shall be burnt in 
the night time.*'J 

This is an offence of great malignity, not only as against the 
right of habitation, which is acquired by the law of nature, as 

* The two preceding forms may be adopted in all the other cases, mentioned in 
die fourth section of the statute, by vaiying the allegation, as to the description 
of the building broken and entered, according to the fact and in the precise 
words of the statute. 

t 4 BUu Com. 220, chap. 116. } Stat. 1804, chap. 181. 
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well as by the laws of society ; but because of the tenor and 
confusion which necessarily attend it. It b always perpetrated 
from motives of the purest malice, and most diabolical revenge. 
In most of the other felonies, such as burglary, larceny, &c. die 
property to be acquired by the plunder, furnishes the fatal temp- 
tation to the wicked and deluded perpetrator ; but in this, nothing 
but destruction and devastation can follow the commission of the 
crime. 

To constimte this crime, there must be a burning ; it must be 
wiljidi and dictated by mdice ; the place consumed must be a 
dweUing'hauae of another ; and the burning of such dwelling- 
house, by our statute, must be in the night time. 

There must be an actual burning. But it is not necessary 
that the endre building should be set on fire, or that any part of 
it should be entirely consumed ; for if once a part of it is on fire, 
though it should go out, without any effi)rt to extinguish it, the 
crime will be complete.* It must be vfilfid andmaliciaus. The 
accidental burning, therefore, of the dwelling-house of another, 
though it occur in doiiig an unlawful act, is not arson.f But 
malice in this case does not merely imply a design to injure the 
party who is eventually the sufi!erer, but an evil and mischievous 
intention, however general. For if a man has a design to bum 
one house, and by accident the flames destroy anotiier, he will be 
guilty of a malicious burning of the latter.| 

The place consumed must be the dufeUing-hause of another. 
No building, other than a dwelling-house, can by our statute be 
the subject of arson, as before explained. At common law, all 
the out-houses, that were part of the dwelling-house, or within its 
curtilage, were included in die definition of arson.^ There are 
a great variety of other buildings, the burning of which is made 
capital by English statutes. 

It must be the dwelling-house of another. This refers as well 
to the lawful possession, as to the entire interest and legal tide. 
The lawful possession confers a property while it exists. The 
ofiTence of arson, (stricdy so called,) may be committed by wil- 

* 8 Inst e6; 2 Chit C. L. 1104. f I Hale, 669. 

}U. §3Ii]at67. 
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fuUy setting fire to a man's own house, provided his neighbour's 
house is thereby also burnt. And if a landlord set fire to his own 
house, of which another is in possession under a lease fi'om him- 
self, or fitJtn those whose estate he hath, it will be accounted 
arson ; for during the lease, the house is the proper^ of the ten- 
ant.* 

The burning of the house must also be in the night time. By 
our statute no species of malicious burning is a capital ofifence, 
excepting that of burning a dwelling-house in the night time. The 
rules of law by which the question, what shall be deemed night 
for the purpose of completing this crime, are the same as have 
been herein before stated in the crime of burglary ; and may be 
found among the preliminary points of law relative to that of- 
fence. 

Our statute, " providing for the punishment of incendiaries," 
relates to other malicious burnings below the degree of arson, or 
the burning of a dwelling-house in the night time ; with respect 
to many of which, the forms of complaints will be found inune- 
diately following those which are founded upon the first section 
of the statute. Strange as it may seem, another species of ma- 
licious mischief, totally distict from that of malicious burning, viz. 
that of wilfully and maliciously maiming and disfiguring cattk^ 
is thrown into the fourth section of this statute, providing for the 
punishment of incendiaries. But the forms of complaints upon 
this statute, for the latter offence, will be found under the head of 
" maUcious mischief,'' which seems the most appropriate place fos 
them. 

Form of a Complaint for Arson: On the First Section of the 

Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, about the hour of two in 
the night of die same day, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, 
in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him the said A. B., 
there situate, feloniously, wilfully, and maliciously did set fire to, 
and the same house, then and there, by the kindling of such fire, 

* 4 Bla. Com. 221, 222 ; Fost. 115. 
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did felcMQiously, wiUully, and maliciously bum and consume ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, apd conUraiy to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &9X. 

For setting Fire to a BuUdingj whereby a DweUivq was bumt^ 
in the JStght Time : On the First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, about the hour of two in 
the night of the same day, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, 
in the county aforesaid, a certain buildmg of one E. F., there 
situate, called a wood-house, feloniously, wilfully, and maliciously 
did set fire to, and that by the kindling of said fire, and by the 
burning of said wood-house, the dwelling-house of him the said 
A. B., there also situate, was then and there, in the night time, 
feloniously, wilfully, and maliciously burnt and consumed; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For maliciously setting Fire to a Building, adjoining a DweUing" 
Housef whereby a IhveUing'House was burnt : On tAe First 
Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plams, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 

the day of now last past, about the hour of twelve 

in the night of the same day, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, 
in the county aforesaid, a certain out-buildins, called a wood- 
house, of the said A. 13., there situate, and adjoining to the 
dwelling-house of him the said A. B., also there situate, feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and maliciously did set fire to ; and that by the 
kindling of said fire, the said dwelling-house of him the said 
A. B. was then and diere, in the night time, feloniously, wilfully, 
and maliciously burnt and consumed ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore ice. 

For maliciously burning a Stable, within the Curtilage of a 
Dwdling'House ; On the Second Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the da^ of now last, past, about the hour of ten 
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in the night of the same day, with force and arms, at B. aforesud, 
in the coun^ aforesaid, did wilful^ and iiialiciously set fire to a 
certain stable of him the said A. B., then and there situate, and 
being within the curtilage of the dwelling-house of him the said 

A. B., there also situate, and that by the kindling of such fire, 
the aforesaid stable, situate and being within the curtilage of said 
dwelling-house as aforesaid, was then and there, in the night 
time, wilfully and maliciously burnt and consumed ; against die 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore iic* 

For burning a DweUing^House in the Day Time : On the Second 

Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him the 
said A. B., there situate, in the day time, did vrilfuUy and mali- 
ciously set fire to and bum ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore fee. 

[If the fire was set to an out-building adjoining the dwelling- 
house, or to any other building, whereby the dwelling-house was 
burnt, the allegation in the complaints upon this section will be 
conformable to the facts in the case ; and set forth as in the pre- 
cedents, ante, for arson, on the first section of the statute.] 

For maliciously burning a Meeting-House, in the Day Time : 

On the Third Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the couoty aforesaid, laborer, 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, a certain meeting-house 

* The same form as the preceding may be adopted for the malicious burning, 
in the night timoi of any other building mentioned in the latter part of the 
second section of die statute, describing the building in the identical words made 
use of in the statute. If a public building, set forth the public use for which it' 
is designed, as follows, viz, *< a certain meeting-house there situate, belonging to 
tiie first parish in the said town of B., and erected for public uses, to wit, for the 
public worship of God." And so of any other buildings erected for public use, 
as school-houses, court-houses, academies, &c. 
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tbere situate, beloogmg to the first parub in the said torn d B., 
and erected for public uses, to wit, for the public worship of God, 
did then and there, in the day time, wilfiiUy and maliciously set 
fire to, bum, and consume ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore be. 

Far malicioudf/ burning a Vend lying within the Body of the 
County: On the Third Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., m the county aforesaid, mariner, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of B*, in the county aforesaia, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, a certain vessel called the 
the property of him the said A. B. and of E. F., G. H., 
&EC. then and tnere Ijinz and being within the body of the said 
county of did wiliully and msdiciously set fire to, bum, and 

consume ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contra- 
ry to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c.* 

For harboring and conceaiing an Offender in any of the forego^ 
ing Felonies or Offences : On the Fifth Section of the Stat' 
ute. 

[Draw the complaint against the principal, according to the 
foregoing precedents, as the case may require, and then proceed :] 
And the said A. B. lurther complains, that E. F. of in the 

county of laborer., afterwards, to wit, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, well knowing the said C. D. to have done and 
committed the felony and offence aforesaid, in manner and form 
aforesaid, did him the said C. D. then and there knowingly har- 
bor, conceal, maintain, assist, and relieve, after the felony and 
offence aforesaid was done and committed in manner aforesaid, 
by him the said C. D. ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in suce case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. 

* Hie fame ibnn as the preceding may be adopted in all the cases mentioned 
in the fourth section of the statute, without any other alteration than what may 
be required in the desciiption of the article or property burnt ; the words of the 
statute, creating the offence, viz, " that if any person shall wilfully and malicious- 
ly bom," fcc. being the same in all the sections excepting the fint; which latter 
relates to Uie capital offence of Anon. 
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CHEATS. 

Cheats are offences either at common law, or by statute. 
Cheats at common law are defined by Hawkins to be " deceitful 
practices in defrauding, or endeavouring to defraud, another of his 
known right, by means of some artful device, contrary to the 
plain rules of common honesty."* Mr. East is not satisfied with 
the correctness of this definition. His definitbn is, " that it 
consists in the fraudulent obtaining of the property of another by 
any deceitful and illegal practice or token, (short of felony,) which 
affects or may affect the public."f 

Cheats at common law relate to some matter of a public con- 
cern, or in regard to private concerns, such as are affected by 
conspiracy, or false tokens, calculated in their nature to deceive 
the public in general ; as selling by false weights and measures ; 
selling cloth marked with a counterfeit measurer's seal ; or other 
known general mark in the trade ; playing with false dice ; doing 
judicial acts in the name of others, &cc. ; private cheats are also, 
in some cases, punishable at common law ; as the pretending to 
be, and obtaining credit as a merchant, by means of forged le^ 
ters and commissions.^ 

Cheats, punishable by statute, are made so by statute of 
33 H. Vm. c. 1, which relates to the falsely and deceitfully ob- 
taining money, goods, or other things, by color and means of any 
privy toketiy or counterfeit letter in other men's names. This 
statute has always been adopted and considered as a part of the 
law of this Commonwealth ; and prosecutions have been coa- 
standy maintained upon it.^ As to what is a false privy token 
within this statute, it has generally been taken to denote some 
real, visible mark or thing, as a key, be. A mere false affirma- 
tion or assertion is not such.|| 

In furtherance of the provisions of the statute of 33 H. VIII., it 
was further enacted by statute of 30 Geo. II., that all persons who 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 71, s. 1. f ^ "^^^y P* C* ^' ^^> ^' ^* 

t 2 East, P. C. c. IS, a. 6. § 6 M. R. p. 73, GommonweaHh «. Wanen. 

II 2 Eatt, P. C. c 18, s» 7. 



300 CHEATS. 

Jcnowiogly, by faUe pretence or pretences^ shall obtain goods be. 
with intent to cheat any person of the same, shall be deemed of- 
fenders against law and the public peace, and punished accord- 
ingly. This statute has never been adopted, or considered in 
force in this state ;* and therefore, unless the frauds, intended to 
be punished by it, were committed by more than one person, so 
as to amount to a fraudulent conspiracy at common law, no indict- 
ment in this state could have been supported for such frauds. 
To remedy this evil, the statute of this Commonwealthf " for 
the suppression and punishment of cheats,'' was passed. This 
statute was passed February 7, A. D. 1816, and the first section 
is a transcript of the statute of 30 Geo. XL, and is in precisely the 
same language. The wisdom of our legislature, in adopting the 
language of the English statute, is apparent ; as we now have the 
benefit of all the judicial constructions and expositions of it, by the 
English judges. 

The term "false pretejicesj^ used in this statute, is of great 
latitude ; and was used to protect the weaker part of mankind ; 
because all were not equally prudent ; and has been considered 
to extend to every case, where a party had obtabed property by 
falsely representing himself to be in a situation in which he was 
not ; or by falsely representing any occurrence that had not hap- 
pened, to which persons of ordinary caution might give credit. J! 

Form of a Complaint^ at Common LaWy for selling by false 

Weights and Measures.^ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of trader,, on the 
day of and fix)m thence until the day of the exibiting of 

this complaint, did use and exercise the trade and business of a 
shopkeeper, and during that time did deal in the buying and sell- 
ing by weight, of divers goods, wares, and merchandises, at B. 
aforesaid. And that the said C. D., being a person of a wicked 
and depraved mind, and contriving and fraudulently intending, 
the citizens of said Commonwealth to cheat and deu'aud, during 
the time he exercised his said trade and business, on the 

* 6 M. R. 72, Commonwealth «. Warren. f Stat. 1815, chap. 1S6. 

X Per Lord Kenyon in Rez v. Young and others ; 8 T. R. 98 ; See also 2 
East P. C. c. 18, s. 8. § 2 Chit. C. L. 1001. 
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day of and on divers other days and times between that 

day and the day of the exhibiting of this complaint, at B. afore- 
said, in the county aforesaid, did knowingly, wilfully, and public- 
ly, keep in a certain shop there, wherein the said A. B. did so 
as aforesaid carry on his said trade, a certain pair of false scales, 
for the weighing of goods, wares, and merchandises, by him sold 
in the way of his said trade ; which said scales were then and 
there, by artful and deceitful ways and means, so made and con- 
structed, as to cause the goods, wares, and merchandises, weighed 
therein and sold thereby, to appear of greater weight than the 
real and true Weight, by one eighth part of such apparent weight ; 
and that he the said C. D. on the day of aforesaid, 

at B. aforesaid, did knowingly, willingly, and fraudulently sell and 
utter to one E. F., in the way of his said trade, a quanti^r of flour, 
weighed in and by the said false scales, as and for fif^ pounds 
weight of flour ; whereas in truth and in fact the weight of said 
flour, sold as aforesaid, was short and deficient of the said weight 
of fifty pounds, by one eighth part of the said weight of fifty 
pounds ; he the said C. D. then and there well knowing the said 
scales to be false as aforesaid ; acainst the peace and dignity of 
the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 

For defrauding a Person^ by Means of a counterfeit Letter^ and 
other false Tokens : On the Statute of 33 H. VIU, c. 1. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, being 
an evil disposed person, and devising and endeavouring unlawful- 
ly to obtain and get into his hands and possession the property of 
the honest and industrious citizens of this Commonwealth, for 
the maintenance of his dishonest and profligate living, on the 
day of at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
falsely and deceitfully did pretend and aflSrm to him the said 
A. B., that his the said C D.'s name was E. H., and that 
he was the son of one G. H. &;c. ; and that the said C. D. a 
certain false and counterfeit letter, in the name of him the said 
6. H., as a true and genuine letter of him the said 6. H., falsely 
and fraudulently to him the said A. B. then and there did deliver, 
(the said 6. H. being then and long before, the friend and inti- 
mate acquaintance of him the said A. B.), by which said false 
and counterfeit letter it was mentioned that the said G. H. desired 
the said A. B. to supply the bearer thereof, Mr. C. D., with the 
sum of sixty dollars, and place the same to his account, (mean- 
ing the account of him the said G. H. ;) and that the said A. B., 
then and tliere believing the said false and counterfeit letter to be 

26 
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the proper handwriting of him the said G. H., did then and there 
pay ana deliver to the said C. D. the said sum of sixty ddbrs ; 
whereas in truth and in fact, the said 6. H. never did write or 
send, or cause to be written or sent, any such letter to him the 
said A. B., desiring him to pay the said C. D. any sum of money 
whatever. By means of all which the said C. D., by color of 
the said counterfeit letter, and by the said false tokens and pre- 
tences, unlawfully, falsely, fraudulently, and deceitfully did obtain 
and get into his hands and possession, of and from him the said 
A. B., the said sum of sixty dollars ; and the said A. B., of the said 
sum of sixty* dollars, in manner and form aforesaid, then and there 
fraudulently and deceitfully did deceive, cheat, and defraud ; to 
the great damage of him die said A. B., and against the peace 
and digni^ of the Commonwealth aforesaid.^ Wherefore &cc* 

For obtaining Goods of a Shopkeeper ^ under Pretence of being 
Servant to a Customer : On the late Statute for the Suppress 
sion and Punishmeut ofCheats,\ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., shopkeeper, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, 

being an evil disposed person and a common cheat, and contriv- 
ing and intending unlawfully, fraudulently, and deceitfully to 
cheat and defraud the said A. B. of his goods, wares, and mer- 
chandises, for the support of his profligate way of life, on the 
day of at B. aforesaid, m the county aforesaid, 

unlawful^, knowingly, and designedly did falsely pretend to the 
said A. B., that he the said C. D. then was the servant of £• F., 
(the said E. F. then and long before being well known to him 
the said A. B., and a customer of him the said A. B., in his said 
business and way of trade,) and that he the said C. D. was then 
sent by the said E. F. to the said A. B. for five yards of super- 
fine woollen cloth ; by which said false pretences, the said C. D. 
did then and there unlawfully, knowingly, and designedly obtain 
from the said A. B, five yards of superfine woollen cloth, of the 
value of fifty dollars, of the goods, wares, and merchandises of 
him the said A. B«, with intent him the said A. B. then and there 

* TliiB complaint concludes, as at common laW| and not coQtraiy to the foim 
of the statute, upon the authority of the decision in the case of Commonwealth 
V. Warren, 6 M. R. p. 72, where it is said that the statute of 83 H. YIU. has been 
adopted in this state, *< as a part of the common law." Per Parsons C. J. 
Q^<Bre — ^would not such a letter be an order for the payment of money, within 
the statute against forgery, and indictable as a forgery of such an order ? 

t Stat. 1815, chap. 186. 
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to cheat and defraud of the same ; whereas in truth and in fact, 
the said C. D. was not then the servant of the said E. F., and 
was not then, or ever hath been, sent by the said E. F. to the 
said A. B. for the said cloth, or for any cloth whatever ; to the 
great damage and deception of the said A. B., against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute, 
in such case made and provided.'' Wherefore be. 

fVf o&tatmng' Goods under fdbe Pretencejf of being Merchants 
of good Fortune : On the late Statvie for the Suppression fyc. 
of Cheats.* 

A. B. of B*, in the county of S., merchant, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. and E. F. of in the county afore- 

said, laborers, contriving and intending unlawfully, fraudulently, 
designedly, and deceitfully to cheat and defraud him the said 
A. B. of his goods and merchandises, for the support of their 
dishonest and profligate way of life, on the day of 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did falsely, unlawfully, 
knowingly and designedly pretend to the said A. B., that the said 
C. i>. then was a merchant of great property, who wanted to 
purchase horses, in order to export and send them abroad, and 
that he was then a housekeeper at in the county of 

whereas in truth and in fact, the said C. D^; was not then a mer- 
chant of great property, who wanted to purchase horses to be 
exported ard sent abroad, nor was he then a housekeeper at 
aforesaid, as they die said C. D. and E. F. did then and 
there falsely pretend to the said A. B., and that the said C. D. 
and E. F., by the false pretences aforesaid, did then and there 
unlawfully, knowingly, and designedly obtain from the said A. B. 
one mare and six geldings of him the said A. B., of the price 
and value of five hundred dollars, with intent then and there to 
cheat and defraud him the said A. B. of the same ; to the great 
damage of him the said A. B., against the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore bc.f 

* Stat 1815, chap. 186. 

t This fonn would be good, if the aUegatioD, that the hones were wanted for 
ezpoitatioD, were whoDy omitted.— 2 Chit. C. L. 1006, 1007.— Note also Uiat 
the &cts set forth in this complaint would amount to a fraudulent conspiracy at 
common law, and mi^t be prosecuted as such. 
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For obtaining Money under false Pretences of drawing upon a 
Person who^ the Prisoner pretended, was indebted to him, and 
VHU a Person of Property : On the late Statute for the Sup- 
pression of Cheats. 

A. B. of B., Id the coud^ of S., gendemaDy upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, 

being an evil disposed person^ and a common cheat, and con- 
triving and intending unlawfully, fraudulendy, designedly, and 
deceitfully to cheat and defraud the said A. B. of bis moneys, 
for the support of his profligate way of life, on the day 

of at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, unlawfully, 

knowingly, and designedly did falsely pretend to the said A. B., 
that one E. F. was a gendeman of property, residing at 
in the county of and that the said E. F. would accept and 

Eay a certain bill of exchange in writing, then and there drawn 
y the said C. D. upon the said E. Ft, and dated the day and 
year last aforesaid, and whereby the said C. D. required the said 
£. F. to pay to him the said A. B., or order, the sum of one 
hundred dollars, in six days after date thereof, and to place the 
same to account of him the said C. D., and then and there de- 
livered the same to the said A. B. ; by which said false pretence, 
the said C. D. did afterwards, to wit, on the day ot 

in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, unlawfully, knomngly,^and 
designedly obtain from the said A. B. the said sum of one 
hundred dollars, of the money of him the said A. B., with in- 
tent then and there to defraud him of the same ; whereas in 
truth and in fact, the said E. F. was not then a gendeman of 
property, residing at in the county of , and whereas 

m truth and in fact the said E. F. was then and there a pauper, 
chargeable to, and maintained by the town of , and whereas 
in truth and in fact, the said E. F. did not and could not, nor 
would pay the said bill of exchange, or any part of the money , 
therein mentioned, but was then wholly insolvent and unable to 
pay the same, which the said C. D. then and there well knew ; to 
the great damage of him the said A. B., against the peace of 
9aid Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
W such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 
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COMPOUNDING A FELONY. 

The ofieDce of compouDding a felony has lalwafys been highly 
penal; and consists in receiving again, goods that have been 
stolen, in cases of robbery or larceny ; or in that, or any other 
case, taking a reward not to prosecute. It was formerly holden 
to constitute the party thus offending, an accessary to the original 
crime.^ At this day, it is a high misprision and obstruction of 
public justice, punishable by fine and imprisonment. f But the 
mere retaking of goods stolen, when found by the lawful owner, 
is no o^nce, unless some understanding exist, that the offender 
shall not be prosecuted. | 

Compounding prosecutions upon penal statutes is an offence 
of an equivalent nature, in criminal cases, to that of champerty, 
in civil suits, and is besides an additional misdemeanor against 
public justice, by contributing to make the laws odious to the 
people. It is severely punished by a statute of 18 Elizabeth, by 
fine, pillory, and personal disqualifications.^ 

Farm of a Complaint for compounding a Felony. 

A. B. of B., in the county of yeoman, upon his oath 

complains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, 

on the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, came before E. F. Esq., then and yet being 
one of the justices of the peace in and for said county of S., 
duly and legally authorized and qualified to execute and perform 
the duties of said office, and then and there upon his oath did 
ehar^e, accuse, and complain against one G. H. for feloniously 
steahng, taking, and carrying away one silver spoon and two silk 
handkerchiefs, of the goods and chattels of the said C. D. ; up- 
on which accusation and complaint, the said E. F. Esq., then 
and there issued his warrant under his hand and seal, in due form 
of law, for the apprehending and taking of the said G. H. to 
answer to, and be examined and dealt with concerning the felony 
aforesaid, so as aforesaid charged upon him, as to law and jus- 
tice might appertain ; and tlie said A. B. further complams, that 
afterwards, to wit, on tlie day of in the year afore- 

said, at B. aforesaid, the said G. H. was arrested and taken by 

* 4 Bla. Com. 184. f 1 Hale, 646, 619. t Id. § 4 Bhu Com. ISA. 
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virtue of the said warrant for the felony aforesaid, and was then and 
there brought before the said E. F. Esq., the justice aforesaid, 
and was then and there examined by the said justice, of and 
concerning the felony aforesaid, and the subject of said complaint 
was exaniined into and heard by said justice ; upon which said 
examination and hearing, the said E. F. Esq., made a certain 
warrant, under his hand and seal, and in due form of law di- 
rected to the keeper of the Commonwealth's gaol in said B., or 
to his under keeper or depu^, \here set forth the vforrant of 
commitment*^ And the said A. 6. Turther complains, that the said 
C. D., well knowing the premises, but contriving and intending 
unlawfully and unjusdy to prevent the due course of justice and 
law m this behalf, and to cause and procure the said G. H., for 
the felony aforesaid, to escape with impunity, afterwards, to wit, 
on the day of at B. aforesaid, in the counQr afore- 

said, unlawfully, and for the sake of wicked gain, did take upon 
himself to compound the said felony on behalf of the said 6. H., 
and then and there did exact, receive, and have of the said 6. H. 
the sum of dollars, for and as a reward for compounding 

the said febny, and desisting from all further prosecution against 
the said G. H. for the same ; against the peace and dignity of 
the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For compounding an Offence against a penal Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, 

heretofcHre, to wit, on the day of prosecuted out of 

the Court of Common Pleas &cc. [state the style of ihecourtjOOhd 
for what county it was to he holden^ a certain writ against one 
E. F., directed to the sheriff of [Acre recite the unit ;} 

and the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, 
that the said writ, so sued out as aforesaid by the said C« D« 
against the said E* F., was by him sued out with intent to de- 
clare against the said E. F. in the same court, in a plea of debt, 
for a certain penalty, supposed to have been incurred by the said 
E. F. by reason of his the said E. F. having before that time 
[here insert the facts upon which the penalty ts supposed to have 
been incurred ; which may be taken from the declaration in the 
writ before recited,'] against the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. And the said A. B., upon his oath afore- 
said, further complains, that the said C. D., being a person of 
evU disposed mind, and not regarding the statute in that case 
made and provided, on the day of at B. aforesaid, 

in die couB^ aforesaid, unlawfully, and for the sake of wicked 
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gaiD, did take upon himself to oompouDd and agree with the said 
E. F. for the said offence, without the order or consent of the 
said court, out of which the said writ was sued out as aforesaid ; 
and then and there did exact, receive, and have of and from the 
said E. F. the sum of fifty doUars, as and for a reward for com- 
pounding with the said E. F. for the said offence, and desisting 
irora further prosecuting his said suit; against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c.^ 

Challenges to pight. — See " Duelling," 
Champerty. — See '^ Maintenance." 
Cohabitation, uitlawtul, &c. — See " LewAoess." 
Coin. — See " Forgery and Counterfeidng." 
Concealment ear Pregnanct. — See ^' Bastard." 
Counterfeiting. — See " Forgery and Counterfeiting." 



CONSPIRACY. 

The ancient writers upon crimmal law, disagree in their 
definitions of the crime of conspiracy. The definitions of Coke, 
Hawkins, and Blackstone, are too narrow for the construction of 
diis offence at die present day. The definition of Lord Coke 
is ; '^ a consultation and agreement between two or more, to ap- 
peal or indict an innocent person, falsely and maliciously, whom, 
accordingly, they cause to be indicted or appealed ; and after* 
wards the party is lawfully acquitted by the verdict of twelve 
men."f The accuracy of the last clause of this definition is 
questioned by Hawkins, who maintains that an acquittal, by a 
jury, of the party indicted is not necessary to constitute the of- 
fence.]; The definition of Blackstone conforms in substance to 

* This offence is created by statute 18 Eliz. But it is presumed it is also 
an offence at common law in this country, and may be pxosecuted as such here. 
1 8 Inst. 148. t Hawk. b. 1/c. 72, s. 2. 
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that of Lord Coke ; but he enters into no particular discusskm 
upon the nature of the offence. 

At the present day the meaning of this oiSence is far more 
extensive than what is contained in either of the above definitions 
or descriptions of it. The crime may be ccHumitted by an un- 
lawful combination of two or more persons, to do any act in it- 
self unlawful ; such as a combination of joumejrmen to raise 
their wages ', of wine merchants to vend pernicious liquor ; of 
persons to procure the release of a prisoner by fictitious bail, be. 
In this state there have been a great varie^ of criminal prosecu- 
tions for this ofi[ence. And the construction, as to the nature 
and extent of it, has not been confined to cases falling within the 
definitions of Coke, Hawkbs, and others ; but to every case of 
an unlawful combination to injure another in hk property or rep- 
utation. Accordingly prosecutions for this ofiTence have been 
extended, not only to conspiracies falsely to accuse persons of 
crimes &c. but to such cases as the following ; where the asses- 
sors of a town conspired to make an unlawful and oppressive 
tax ; where there was a conspiracy to defraud an illiterate per- 
son of an estate, by falsely readbg to him a deed of bargain and 
sale, as a bond of indemnity ; for a conspiracy by defendants to 
obtain goods upon credit, and then to abscond and defiraud the 
vendor thereof; for a conspiracy to manufacture spurious indigo, 
with a fraudulent intent to sell it as and for genuine indigo of the 
best quality, &c. &c. &c. There is a report of a case for a 
conspiracy of the last description, in 2 M. R. 329,* where the 
nature of the crime of conspiracy is well discussed, and the 
meaning of it clearly explained. The numerous authorities there 
quoted by the court and counsel, are sufficient to support the 
description of the ofifence, as it is said to exist at this day. By 
that decision it appears, that the gist of a conspiracy is the un- 
lawful confederacy to do an unlawful act, or even a lawful act 
for unlawful purposes ; that the offence is complete, when the 
confederacy is made, and any act in pursuance of it is no con- 

* Commonwealth v. Judd & al. 
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slituent part of the oSeacej but merely an aggravatk>D of it«* 
The point decided in that case is, that the offence is completei 
as soon as the unlawful confederacy has taken place, and that it 
IS not necessary that there should be any orert act, in pursuance 
of such confederacy, to render the parties to it liable to punish- 
ment ; from which it seems clearly to follow, that in a complaint 
before a justice, or even in an indictment by the grand jury, it is 
not necessary to allege any thing more than that the parties con- 
federated, conspired, &c« to do the act, or commit the fraud 
complained of; and that it is not necessary to allege in the com- 
plaint or indictment any overt act, done or committed m pursu- 
ance of such confederacy, or that any party was actually ag- 
grieved or defrauded. The unnecessary and troublesome forms, 
heretofore used in setting out the conspiracy, and all the overt 
acts and circumstances which followed or accompanied it, are 
hereby avoided, and in the following precedents, they are omitted, 
or much abbreviated. 

The idea of a conspiracy supposes at least two persons to be 
implicated in the charge ; and therefore the husband and wife 
cannot be guilty of it, because they are regarded as one person 
in law ; and because the wife would be considered as acting un- 
der the coersion of her husband.f One person may be tried 
and convicted singly, provided it be alleged that he committed 
the conspiracy with other persons unknown. And if a conspira- 
cy has been committed by two or more who are known, any one 
of them may be apprehended, brought before the justice, charg- 
ed jointly with the others, though none of them have been ar- 
rested, or though they may have absconded, and the same pro- 
ceeding against him had and pursued, as though all the other 
conspirators were present and under examination. Such, accor- 
dingly, has been the practice in this state. 

In the following precedents of complaints for conspiracies, 
nothing more is alleged than the actual conspiracy, combination, 
&c. (which as we have seen, constitutes the gist and the essence 

* See the opinion of Chief JoBtiee Parsons in Commonwealth v. Judd & al. 
Just quoted, 
t Hawk. b. 1, c. 72» s. 8. ' 

27 
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of the Qflbnce,) and the general object for which die conspincy 
was entered into, and intended to be fraudulently accomplished. 
It is apprehended that this mode of setting out the oSknce will 
be legal and valid in a complaint, upon which the party is to be 
arrested and bound over to be further accused and tried by in* 
dictmeot ; probably, from the cases and authorities before re- 
ferred to, such a mode of charging the offence would be deemed 
sufficient, even in an indictment. If, however, the public prose- 
cutor shall think it proper to be more minute or particular in his 
mdictment, he wiU luive an opportunity of pursuing his own 
course, in the court to which the party is bound over or commit- 
ted for trial. 

Form of a Complaint for a Conspiracy to charge a Man with 
a RapCf with Intent to obtain Money from Am. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, and 
E. F. his wife, and O. H. of said B., laborer, being evil disposed 
persons, and devising and intending uniustlv, wickedly, and 
maliciously to deprive him the said A. d. of his good name, 
credit, and reputation, and also to subject him the said A. B., 
without any just cause, to the loss of bis life, on the ' day 
of ' with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the counqr 
aforesaid, fakely, unlawfully, wickedly, and maliciously did con- 
spire, combine, confederate, and aeree together, to chaise and 
accuse him the said A. B. that he bad then lately before feloni- 
ously ravished and carnally known the said E. F. by force and 
against her will ; with intent unjusdv to obtain and acquire to 
them the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., of and from him the 
said A. B. divers sums of money for compounding the said pre- 
tended felony and rape, so falsely, wickedly, and maliciously 
charged on him as aforesaid ; to the great damage of him the 
said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth afc^resaid. Wherefore &c. 

For a Conspiracy to charge a Man unth receiving stolen Croods^ 
knoufing them to be stolen^ and obtaining Money for com' 
pounding the same. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of in the 
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oouoly aforesaid, laborers, beiog evil diraosed ])ersons, and 
wickedly devising aod intending the said A. B. unjusdy to de- 
prive of bis credit and good name, and also fraudulently to obtain 
and acquire to themselves of and from the said A. B. divers 
large sums of n^oney, on the day of with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did wickedly, frau- 
dulently, and maliciously conspire, combine, confederate, and 
agree among themselves, falsely to charge and accuse the said 
A. B. that he Jiad then lately before received certain goods which 
had then been lately before feloniously stolen, taken, and carried 
away, knowing them to be stolen ; and that they the said C. D«, 
E. F«, and G. H., by divers threats, menaces, and aUegatkms of 
them the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., made and uttered in 
pursuance of the said conspiracy, combination, confederacy, and 
agreement aforesaid, that the said A. B. should be prosecuted 
and punished as a receiver of stolen goods, knowing them to be ' 
stolen, afterwards, to wit, on the day of in the 

year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, did demand, receive, and take 
the sum of fif^r dollars, of him the said A. B., for and as a com- 
position of, and agreement not to prosecute the same pretended 
ofience, and to discharge him the said A. B. from all further 
prosecution for the same ; to tlie great damage of him the said 
A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the said Common- 
wealth. Wherefore &c. 
« 

For a Conspiracy among Workmen^ to raise their Wages and 

lessen the Time of Labor* 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that .C. D., E. F., and G. H*, all of in the 

county of laborers, on the day of now last 

past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, being all workmen 
and journeymen in the art, mystery, and manual occupation of a 
wheelwright, not being content to work and labor in that art and 
occupation by the usual number of hours, and at the usual rates 
and prices for which they and other journeymen and workmen 
were accustomed to work and labor, but falsely and fraudulently 
conspiring and combining, unjustly and oppressively to increase 
and augment the wages of themselves ana others, workmen and 
journeymen in the said art and occupation, and unjusdy to extort 
and exact great sums of money for their labor and hire in the 
said art, mystery, and occupation, from their masters and em- 
ployers therein, unlawfully aid assemble and meet together, and 
80 being assembled and met, did then and there unjustly and 
fraudulently conspire, combine, confederate, and agree among 
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themsehresy that none of the said conspiratorsi after the said 
day of would or should work at any lower rate 

than two dollars for the hewing of every hundred of spokes for 
wheels ; and three dollars for the making of every pair of hinder 
wheels, for or on account of any master or employer whatsoever, 
in the art, mystery, and occupation aforesaid ; and also that none 
of said conspirators would work day work, or labor an^ longer 
than from the hour of six. in the morning to the hour of six in the 
evening, in each day from thenceforth ; to the great damage and 
oppression, not only of their masters and employers in the said 
art and occupation, but also of divers other good citizens of said 
Commonwealth, and against the peace and dignity of the Com- 
monwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c« 

Far a Corupiracy to charge a Man with being the Father of a 

Bastard ChUd. 

A' B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., being persons of evil 
fame and profligate course of life, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, m the county aforesaid, did un- 
lawfully conspire, combine, confederate, and agree among them- 
selves, the good name, fame, and reputation of him the said A. B.^ 
without any just cause, to injure, stain, and destroy, and falsely 
and maliciously, and, for the sake of wicked and unjust gain, to 
charge the said A. B. with the crime of adultery, and to bring 
the said A. B. into hatred and reproach, and also to obtain and 
extort from the said A. B. divers large sums of money by un- 
lawful ways and means ; and that they the said C. D., E. F., and 
G. H., in pursuance of, and according to the conspiracy, combi- 
nation, confederacy, and agreement aforesaid, so as aforesaid had 
among themselves, afterwards, to wit, on the same day of 

in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, unlawfully and 
maliciously, and for the sake of wicked and unlawful gain, in the 
bearing of divers citizens of said Commonwealth, did charge and 
accuse the said A. B., that he the said A. B. then lately before 
had carnal knowledge of the body of I. J., and was the reputed 
father of a certain illegitimate child bom of the body of her the 
said I. J. ; to the great damage of him the said A. B., and against 
the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where* 
fore be. 
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For a Conspiracy to engross and monopolize the Article of 

Vitriol. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D.. E. F., and G. H., on the day of 
now last past, and for a long time before and after, at B. afore- 
said, being each of them common buyers and sellers of a certain 
article called vitriol, they the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., did 
then and there falsely and fraudulently conspire, combme, confed- 
erate, and agree together, for their private gain, to acquire, ob- 
tain, and engross into their hands and possession all the vitriol 
made and manufactured, or then afterwards to be made and 
manufactm'ed, in and about the town of B. aforesaid, to make a 
monopoly thereof, and to make and enhance, at their will and 
pleasure, the price of such vitriol, the same being a commodity 
necessary and requisite for the dying of cloth, and for other ne- 
cessary uses among the people of said Commonwealth ; against 
the peace and dignity of the Commonweath aforesaid. Where- 
fore &c. 

For a Conspiracy to cheat a Man of his Goods^ under Pretence 

of buying them** 

A. B* of B., in the county aforesaid, merchant, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., being persons of evil 
fame and dishonest conversation, and devising and contriving to 
obtain and acquire the goods and property of the citizens of this 
Commonwealth, by unlawful and fraudulent means, pretences, 
and devices, on the day of now last past, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did falsely conspire, combine, 
confederate, and agree among themselves, unlawfully and fraudu- 
lently to obtain, acquire, and get to themselves the goods, wares, 
and merchandise of the said A. B., under color and pretence of 
bu3ring the same ; to the great damage of him the said A. B., and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore &c. 

For a Conspiracy to make an unlaufvl and oppressive Tax, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, yeomen, they the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., 
having then lately before been legally chosen assessors of the 

* 1 Trem. P. C. 91, Rex. v. Wilcox. 
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sfdd town of B., for the year aforesaid, and having each of them 
accepted the said office, and having each of them severally quali- 
fied mmself according to law, to discharge and perform the dudes 
of said office, on the day of in the year aforesaid, 

at B. aforesaid, did unlawfuUy, falsely, and corruptly conspire, 
combine, confederate, and agree among themselves, by virtue 
and color of their said offices, to make an unlawful, unequal, and 
oppressive tax or assessment, upon the inhabitants of the said 
town of B. ; and that they the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., in 

i>ursuance of, and according to the conspiracy, combination, con- 
ederacy, and agreement aforesaid, did then and there falsely, 
unlawfidly, tmd corrupdy, by virtue and color of their said offi* 
ces, proceed to make and publish a certain unlawful, unequal, 
and oppressive tax or assessment, called the ministerial tax, upon 
the inhabitants of said town of B., and signed the same with 
their hands, in their capacity of assessors as aforesaid of the said 
town of B., with intent certain of the inhabitants of the said town 
of B. to injure, defraud, and oppress ; against the peace and dig- 
nity of th^ Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

Far a Corufpiracy to defraud an iUUerate Person of an Estate^ 
byfabdy reading to Mm a Deed of Bargain and Sale^ as and 
for a Bond of Indemnity* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of being evil dis- 
posed persons, and wickedly devising and intending the said 
A. B. to injure, deceive, and defraud, and him the said A. B. 
fraudulently to deprive of his property and estates, on the 
day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, did unlawfully con- 
spire, combine, coniederate, and agree among themselves, falsehfr 
and fraudulently to obtain from the said A. B. a deed of bargain, 
and sale of a certain lot of land in said town of B., called Lot 
No. 20 in said town, ^here describe the land ;] and that, in pur- 
suance of, and according to the conspiracy, combination, confed- 
eracy, and agreement, so as aforesaid had, they the said C. D., 
E. F., and G. H., did falsely and fraudulently make out and 
fabricate a deed of bargain and sale of the said lot of land, to 
be signed and executed by him the said A. B., and did then and 
there falsely and fraudulendy present the same to him the said 
A. B., and did then and there falsely and fraudlently read the 
same to him the said A. B. as a bond and obligation for the sum 
of seventy dollars, to be given by him the said A. B; to one I. J., 
as a consideration that he the said A. B. should indemnify the 



OONSPIBACT* SI 5 

said I. J. against the payment of certain notes of hand which be 
the said A. B. had, before the day aforesaid, made and given to 
one K. L., he the said A. B. being then and there an illiterate 
person, and by reason thereof wholly unable to read the deed, 
so as aforesaid falsely made out and presented to him ; to the 
great damage of him the said A. B., and against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid.* Wherefore &zc. 

For a Conspiracy to obtain Ooods upon Crediiy and then to 
abscond J and defraud the Vendor thereof, 

A. B* of B., in the county aforesaid, on his oath complains, 
that C. D., E. F., and G* H. of bc«, being evil disposed persons, 
and unjustly devising and mtending one !• J« to defraud and cheat 
of his goods and merchandises, on at did falsely, 

fraudulendy, and unlawfully conspire, combine, confederate, and 
agree . among themselves, to obtain, acquire, and get into their 
bands and possession, of and from the said L J., his goods and 
merchandises upon trust and credit, and then to abscond out of 
the Commonwealth, and defraud him thereof; and that the 
said C. D., E. F., and G« H*, in pursuance of, and according to 
the conspiracy, combination, confederacy, and agreement, so as 
aforesaid had among themselves, then and there falsely, fraudu- 
lently, and deceitfully did pretend to the said L J., that they were 
about to open a retad grocery shop in the said town of B. for the 
vending and disposing of sundry goods, wares, and merchandises 
in that way of business and trade for one year next following the 
said day of and that they had actually rented and 

hired a shop in said town of B. for that purpose ; and the said 
A. B. further complains, that he, giving credit to the false, fraud- 
ulent, and deceitful pretences and representations of the said 
C. D., E. F., and G. H., was then and there induced to, and 
did furnish and deliver to them sundry goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, of the value of five hundred dollars, upon trust and 
credit ; whereas in truth and in fact the said C. D., E. F., and 
G. H., never mtended to open a retail grocery shop b said B* 
for the purposes aforesaid, but were then and there idle, dissolute, 
and vagrant persons, and wholly unable to pay the said A. B. for 
his said goo<fs, wares, and merohandise, or any part thereof, and 
actually did defraud him thereof; to the great damage of him 

* This form is abstracted from an mdictment, tried in the Supreme Judicial 
Court of this state for the county of Kennebec« The original indictment stated 
the manner in which this fraud was completed and carried into execution ; but 
that is not necessary. 
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the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Com* 
monweath aforesaid.* Wherefore &c. 

For a Conspiracy to manvfacture spurious Indigo, toith a fraud' 
vlent Intention to sell the same, as and for genuine Indigo of 
the best Quality.^ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
pluns, that C. D., E. F., and 6. H., all of in the county 

of laborers, being evil disposed persons, not content to ob- 

tain their livelihood by honest means, but contriving and fraudu- 
lently intending to acquire and get into their hands and possesaon 
the moneys, goods, and property of the citizens of this Commcm- 
wealth, by fraudulent and dishonest means, on the day of 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully 
and fraudulendy conspire, combine, confederate, and agree 
among themselves, to mix, compound, and manufacture certain 
articles and materials hereafter mentioned, in the form and color, 
and of the resemblance of good and genuine indigo of the best 
quality, and of foreign growth and manufacture, with the fraudu- 
lent intent and design, that the base material to be mixed, com- 
pounded, and manufactured as aforesaid, should be exposed to 
sale, and that the same should in fact be sold at public auction, 
as and for good and genuine indigo of the best quality, and of 
foreign growth dnd manufacture ; and the said A. B. further 
complains, that the said C. D., E. F., and G. H«, in pursuance 
of, and according to the conspiracy, combination, confederacy, 
and agreement aforesaid, so as aforesaid had among themselves, 
on the day and year last aforesaid, at 6. aforesaid, did mix and 
compound with a certain quantity of genuine indigo, of foreign 
growth and manufacture, certain other articles and materials, to 
wit, starch, blue vitriol, nut galls, alum, and a decoction of log- 
wood, in such quantities and proportions as thereby to increase 
the quantity of the aforesaid genuine indigo, when mixed and 
compounded as aforesaid, to three times the quantity and number 
of pounds weight thereof; and having so mixed and compounded 
the same, did then and there so manufacture and work up the 
same, and the base materials and composition aforesaid, as to 
give the same the false appearance and resemblance of good and 
genuine indigo of the best quality, and of foreign growth and 
manufacture, with the fraudulent intent and purpose, that the same 
should be sold at public auction as and for good and genuine in- 

* 1 Mass. Rep. 478, Commonwealth v. Ward & al. 
t 2 Blass. Rep. 379, Commonwealth v, Judd & al. 
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digo of the best quality, and of foreign growth and manufacture, 
and with the fraudulent intent and purpose, that the purchaser or 
purchasers tliereof should be cheated and defrauded ; against 
the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore &c.* 

Far a Canspiracifj by Persons confined in Prison^ to effect their 

own Escape^ and thai of others. 

A. B. of B., in the county of Esq., upon his oath 

complains, that C. D., £• F., and G. H., on the day of 

at B. aforesaid, were persons lawfully confined in the 
Commonwealth's prison, situate in B. aforesaid, and then and 
there lawfully detained in the custody of the keeper of said pris- 
on, by virtue of divers legal processes then and there in force 
against them the said C. D., E. F., and G. H. ; and that the 
said C. D., E. F.,.and G. H., being persons of dangerous and 
wicked dispositions, and unlawfully contriving and mtending as 
much as in them lay, to effect the escape of memselves, and of 
divers other persons, then and there pnsoners lawfully confined 
in the said prison, and in the custody of the said keeper thereof, 
from and out of said prison, with force and arms, did then and 
there conspire, combine, confederate, and agree among them- 
selves, unlawfully to efibct the escape of themselves, the said 
C. D., E. F., and G. H., and the said other prisoners, then so 
lawfully confined in said prison, from and out of the same ; against 
the peace and dignity oi the Commonwealth aforesaid.f Where- 
fore S^. 

[The same form may be used, when the design of the con- 
spirators is to efifect their own escape only, and not that of others, 
by omitting the allegation '^ of divers persons, then and there 
prisoners, lawfuUy in the said prison."] 

* It win be perceived that the Utter part of the indictment, finom whidi tbifl 
precedent is taken, alleging the actoal sale of the spurious indigo, is left out, 
which is conformable to the decision of the court in that case. Hie counsel 
for the defendant in that case, and the Chief Justice, in delivering the opinion ot 
the court, speak of the d^ererU eovnts in the indictment. The &ct is, that 
there was but one count i^ that indictment ; and when the second and third 
eountt are referred to, it can mean only the different allegations in the body of 
the indictment, introduced, as usual, by the words, << And die jurors aforesaid, 
upon their oath aforesaid, do further present," &c. 

t 2 Chit C. L. 1149. 
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For a Conspiracy J by Prisoners j to effect their Escape^ and break- 
ing down Part of the Wall of the Prison. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of laborers, at 
the time next hereafter mentioned, were prisoners lawfully con- 
fined in the Commonwealth's prison, situate in B., in the said 
county of S., and then and there lawfully detained in the custody 
of the keeper of said prison, by divers processes then in force 
against tliem \ and that they the said C. D., E, F., and G. H., 
wickedly contriving and intending, as much as in them lay, to 
break down, demolish, prostrate, and destroy part of the wall be- 
longing to, and inclosing the said prison, and thereby unlawfully 
to effect the escape of themselves, and of divers other prisoners 
then lawfully confined in the said prison, and in custody of the 
keeper thereof, from and out of the same, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, did unlawfully and wickedly conspire, combine, 
confederate, and agree among themselves for the pu^)09es afore- ^ 
said, and being so assembled and met together, did then and 
there, in pursuance of the conspiracy, combination, confederacy, 
and agreement aforesaid, so as aforesaid had among themselves, 
unlawTulIy and wickedly begin to break down, demolish, pros- 
trate, and destroy part of the said wall, with intent thereby un- 
lawfully to effect the escape of themselves, and the said other 
prisoners, so there confined in the said prison, and in the custody 
of the keeper thereof; against the peace and digniQr of the Corn- 
wealth aforesaid.* Wherefore &c. 

For a Conspiracy J by Prisoners, and attempting to blow up the 

WaU of the Prison with Gunpowder, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of in the county 
aforesaid, laborers, at the lime next hereafter mentioned, were 
prisoners lawfully confined in the Commonwealth's prison, situate 
m B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, and then and there law- 
fully detained in the custody of the keeper of said prison, by 
virtue of divers processes then in legal force against them ; and 
that the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., contriving and intending, as 
much as'in them lay, to break down, blow up, demolish, prostrate, 
and destroy a certain part of the wall of said prison belonging to 
and inclosing the same, and thereby to effect the escape ol them- 

• 2 Chit. C. L. 1150. 
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selves^ and of divers other prisooers, thea lawfully coofined in 
said prison, and in the custody of the keeper tbereoi^ from and 
out of said prison, on the day of now last past, with 

force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did un- 
lawfully and wickedly conspire, combine, confederate, and agree 
among themselves, for the purpose aforesaid ; aud that, in pur- 
suance of, and according to the conspiracy, combination, confed- 
eracy, and agreement aforesaid, so as aforesaid had, they the 
said C. D., E. F., and G. H., did then and there make, and 
cause and procure to be made, a certain large hole or breach in 
the said wall of the said prison, and then and there unlawfully 
and wickedly put, placed, and laid a large quantity of gunpow- 
der into the said hole or breach, so as aforesaid made in the said 
wall, with intent to set fire to the said gunpowder, and thereby 
to break down, blow up, demolish, prosn*ate, and destroy part 
of the said wall, and by means last mentioned to effect the escape 
of themselves, and the said otlier prisoners, so confined in the 
said prison, and in custody of the keeper thereof, from and out 
of the same ; against the peace and dignity of said Common- 
wealth.* Wherefore &£c. 

For a Conspiracy to persuade a Man not to give Evidence 

against one committed for Trial. 

A. B« of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that at the dme of the ponspiracy, combination, confede- 
racy, and agreement hereafter mentioned, one C. D. was a pris- 
oner in the Commonwealth's prison, situate in B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, lawfully committed and charged with felony, 
by him before that time committed; and a certain indictment 
was about to be preferred against him the said C. D. for the said 
felony, and that one E. F. was a materia] witness in support of 
such bill of indictment ; and that G.H ., I. J., and K. L., all of 
in the county of laborers, being evil disposed per- 

sons, and well knowing the premises aforesaid, and contriving 
and intending, as much as in them lay, to prevent the due course 
of law and justice, and to prevent the said E. F. from attending 
as a witness in support of the said bill of indictment, about to be 
preferred as aforesaid, on the day of now last past, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, and while the said C. D. 
was a prisoner in the said prison as last aforesaid, for the said last 
mentioned felony, wilfully and corrupdy did conspire, combine, 
confederate, and agree among themselves, to prevent, as much as 

*2Chit C. L. 1161. 
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b tbem laj, the said E* F. from atteodrng as a witness m support 
of said bill of iadictmeot, so about to be preferred against him the 
S9id C* D., as last aforesaid ; to the great obstruction of public 
justice, and aeainst the peace and (Ugnity of the Commonwealth 
aforesdd.* Wherefore &c. 

Far a Compiracy to dieiU another, trithaut alleging any overt Act. 

A« B* &c. upon his oath complains, that C. D. and E. F. 
Szc. being evil disposed persons, and wickedly devisng and in- 
tending one G. H. to injure and defraud, on the day of 
at ih the county aforesaid, did unlawfully conspire, 
combine, confederate, and agree among themselves, the said 
G. H. to injure and defraud oi his moneys, goods, and chattels i 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid.f 

Correction* — See " House of Correction.'* 

Dead Bodies. — See " Sepulchres of the Dead." 

Deceit. — See " Cheats." 



DUELLING. 

Deliberate duelling is, where both parties meet avowedly 
with intent to murder ; and therefore the law has justly fixed the 
crime and punishment of murder upop those who engage in it, 
and upon their seconds.} This practice is pursued in some parts 
of this country, in a manner which indicates a greater contempt 
of the laws both of God and man, than in most parts of Europe. 
It places the combatants, in point of ferocity, upon a level with 
the brutes of the fqrest ; and in point of guilt exceedingly below 
them. The public feeling and sentiment is changing in this part 
of the country, upon this subject. Heretofore duellists were 
viewed with Iwrror ; they are now viewed with contempt ; and 

• 2 chit C. L. 1156. 

t As the law now seems to be settled, in the case of the Commonwealdi o. 
Jndd & al. before cited, this form, concise as it appears to be, will be sufficient 
to charge persons before a justice for the crime of conspiracy ; and they may be 
safely examined and bound over upon such complaint. 

t4Bla. Com. 199 
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instead of being ranked among men of honor, they are now rath- 
er considered as ferocious coxcombs, who deserve the scorn as 
well as the detestation of society. The punishment of death has 
been, and ever will be, found inadequate to the suppression of this 
horrid crime. Instead of deathj I should propose some punish- 
ment that would make life a burden and a disgrace to the duel- 
list,—- confinement to hard labor for life in the state prison, — 
mutilation or laceration of his body, — ^the mark of Cain, the first 
murderer, which should excite a mixture of horror and scorn in 
the breast of every person that beholds him. These might have 
some effect upon the minds of those, whom the fear of capital 
punishment would fail to influence. < 

A person who kills another in a duel, and all persons concerned 
with him as seconds, are guilty of murder, m its most atrocious 
form. There can be no greater evidence of deliberate and brutal 
malice, than that which always accompanies the preparations for a 
duel. The second of the party killing, is equally implicated with 
the prmcipal, and equally liable to be punished for the murder. 
Some have supposed also, that the seconds of the deceased are 
equally guilQr and liable, since the fighting was upon a compact. 
Lord Hale thinks this opinion too severe.* Why is it too se- 
vere ? Lord Hale was a man of the greatest humanity ; and per- 
haps his doubt upon this subject proceeded more from his feel- * 
mg than his judgment. The second of the deceased is as much 
accessary to his murder, as the second of the party killing. For, 
according to those ridiculous laws of honor, (which ought not to 
be named except among the contemptible wretches that are rul- 
ed by them,) there can be no duel without a second. If, there- 
fore, every person, who is solicited, should refuse to become a 
second in a duel, the practice must cease. If the combatants 
should still pursue their murderous purposes, and meet, and fight 
alone, the transaction would then be known by its proper name, 
that of assassination. 

It is laid down in Hawkins,f that he who kills another, upon 
his desire or command, is, inthe judgment of the law, as much a 
murderer, as if he had done it merely of his own head. The 

* 1 Hale, 443. { B. 1, c. 27, 8. 6. 
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language of a dueHist to his second is, <* I am preparing to banre 
myself murdered, and I claim your assistance." If, in the event, 
be be murdered, he is not evenfdo de se, because his assent to 
be murdered is void ; still be has been murdered, and his second 
was accessary to it before the fact. Lord Hale admits, that the 
second of the deceased is guilty of a great misdemeanor* It is 
difficult to discern upon what principle the ofl^ce is denominated 
a misdemeatwr* The nature of the act showB it to be the aiding, 
as^sting, and concerting of a murderer before the fact ; that is, 
assisting a man either to commit a murder, or to be himself mur- 
dered by his own consent, either of which is clearly murder with 
malice aforethought^ It is all murder, by compact ; and the sec^ 
ond of the deceased, being one of the parties to it, is as much 
implicated in the guilt, as any other of the parties. 

The following forms, for engaging in a duel, and challenges to 
fight, are drawn upon the statute of this Commonwealth, provid- 
mg for the punishment of murder, duelling, Sfc* There are a 
great variety of forms for sending challenges, to be found also in 
3 Chit. C. L. 848, Riley's Ed. c 14. 

Form of a Complaint for engaging in a Dud, where no Homr 
icide ensued : On the Sixth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of &c. being a person wholly regardless 
of the life of man, and holding m contempt the authori^ and 
government of the Supreme Giver and Disposer of human life, 
on the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did voluntarfly engage in a 
duel with one E. F., with dangerous weapons, to wit, with pistols, 
then and there loaded with gunpowder and leaden bullets, to the 
great hazard of the lives of them the said C. D. and E. F., in 
which duel, engaged in as aforesaid by them the said C. D. and 
E. F., no homicide did ensue thereon; against she peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made anddrovided. Wherefore &z€.f 

* Stat 1804, chap. 128. 

t A complaint against the partiefl, when the duel b actually fought, but no 
homicide ensued thereon, nuty alao be laid upon the statute for a Monious as- 
sault with intent to murder. See ante, " Felonious AssaultB," for such a foim. 
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Vor challeTiging a Person^ by unitten Message^ tofght a Dud : 

On the Sixth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., 8z;c. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
in the county of yeoman, being a person of a malicious 

and revengeful disposition, and a common disturber of the peace 
of the said Commonwealth, and intending and designing one 
E. F., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and there 
l)eing, wilfully, maliciously, and of his malice aforethought, to kill 
and murder, on the day of now last past, with force 

and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully 
and maliciously, by a [written] message, provoke, excite, and 
challenge him the said E. F. to fight a duel with him the said 
C. D. with dangerous weapons, to wit, with pistols ; and that he 
the said C. D. a certain challenge, in the name of him the said 
C. D., and in the form of a [written] message, to him the said 
E. F. directed, did then and there wilfully and maliciously write 
and cause to be written and directed ; and that he the said C. D. 
the said message did then and there wilfully and maliciously send 
and deliver, and cause and procure to be sent and delivered to 
the said E. F. ; to the great damage and terror of him the said 
E. F., against die peace of the said Commonwealth, and contra- 

Sr to the form of the statute m such case made and provided.^ 
fheteiore &c« 

For being a Second or Agent in a Duel : On the Sixth Section 

of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of B. aforesaid, gendeman, on the 
day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, 

in the county aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of 
the said Commonwealth then and there being, did make an as- 
sault, with intent him the said E. F. then and there wilfully, ma- 
liciously, and of his malice aforethought, to kill and murder ; and 
that he the said C. D. did then and there voluntarily engage 
in a duel with the said E* F. with dangerous weapons, to wit, 
with pistols, then and there loaded with gunpowder aud leaden 
bullets, to the great hazard of the lives of them the said C. D. 
and E. F., in which duel, engaged in as aforesaid, no homicide 
did ensue thereon ; and the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
further complains, that I. H. of B. aforesaid, gendeman, being 

* If the challenge is by word, the same fonn will answer, stating ^t the 
challenge was by << word and verbal message.*' 



224 DUKLLINO. 

a person regardless of the life of man, and holding m contempt 
the authority and government of the Supreme Giver and Disposer 
of human life, on the said day of in the year afore- 

saidy with force and arms at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
did knowingly become, and then and there knowingly was the 
second of the aforesaid C. D., and was then and there knowing- 
ly an agent tod abetter of him the said C. D. in the duel afore- 
said; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &c« 

For being Second to a Person giving the ChaUengej when no 
Duel is fought : On the Sixth Section of the Statute. 

[Draw the complaint for sending the challenge according to 
the preceding form in that casCj and then go on .*] And the said 

A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that G. H. of 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, gentleman, on the said 

day of in the year aforesaid, with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did become, and then 
and there knowingly was a second, agent, and abetter of him 
the said C. D., m the giving, sending, and delivering of the 
challenge aforesaid, from him &e said C. D. to the said E. F. ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &C. 

For accepting a Challenge to fight a Duel : On the Seventh 

Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of gentle- 

man, being a person regardless of the life of man, and holding 
in contempt the authority and government of the Supreme Giver 
and Disposer of human life, on the day of now last 

past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county afore- 
said, did accept a challenge to fight a duel with one E. F., and 
did then and there consent to fight therein with him the said 
E. F. with dangerous weapons, to wit, with pistols, loaded with 
gunpowder and leaden bullets, to the hazard of the lives of them 
the said C. D. and E. F.; which challenge the said C. D. bad 
before that time sent, given, and delivered, and caused and pro- 
cured to be sent, given, and delivered to the said E. F. to fight 
said duel, by a message for that purpose ; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 
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ELECTIONS. 

OrFENCEs against the election laws are generally created by 
statutes, of which there are several now in force in this state. 
The abuse and fraudulent use of the right of suffi*age, is also an 
offence at common law ; and has been considered and punished 
as such in the courts of this Commonwealth. The statutes, 
regulating the public elections, relate to the choice of state offi- 
cers only, viz. governor, lieutenant governor, counsellors and sen- 
ators, and members of congress. There is no statute creating a 
particular penalty for fraudulent voting in the choice of town offi- 
cers. But this has been held to be an ofience at common law, 
and prosecutions for it have been instituted and maintained in 
our courts.* Indictments have also been maintained against offi- 
cers of towns, such as selectmen ice., for a fraudulent use or 
abuse of their powers in conducting the public elections, upon 
the common law principle, that there is an implied engagement in 
the acceptance of all offices, that they shall be faithfully exe- 
cuted. Perhaps there is no country in the world, where, from 
the excellence of the laws, and the correct habits of the people, 
the freedom and purity of elections are better preserved, than in 
New England. 

Form of a Complaint against a Person^ for JraudtderU voting at 
an Election of Governor fyc, : On the Third Section of the ad- 
ditional Act for regtiUUing Elections.f 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that on the first Monday of April now last past, (it be- 
ing the sixtli day of said month,) the male inhabitants of the said 
town of B., in the county aforesaid, were convened, according to 
the constitution and laws of this Commonwealth, in legal town 
meeting for the choice and election of Governor, Lieutenant 
Governor, Counsellors and Senators, for this Commonwealth, for 
the year then next ensuing and now current ; at which meeting 
of said inhabitants, C. D. of said B., yeoman, appeared, to give 
in his vote and list of persons to be voted for, at the choice and 

* A case in Esfez, and another in Beikshire, have occorred. 
t Stat 1800, chap. 74. 
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election aforesaid, he the said C. D. being then and there one of 
the male iohahitants of said town of B., and legally qualified to 
give in his vote and list at the choice and election aforesaid ; and 
that he the said C. D., being a person regardless of the rights of 
the people, and of the freedom and purity of elections in this 
Commonwealth, and of the several laws thereof made to regulate 
and preserve the same, on the said sixth day of April, in the year 
aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did knowingly 
and designedly give in more than one vote and list of persons to 
be elected and chosen into the said offices, at one nme of ballot- 
ing at the choice and election aforesaid ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and against the form of the several statutes in 
such case made and provided.* Wherefore bc« 

gainst the Sdeetmen of a Taum^forfraudid^ly admitting 
Persons not qiuxlified to vote at an Ekcium. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, Esq., upon bis oath com- 
plains, that on the first Monday of April, now last past, (it being 
the sixth day of said month,) the male inhabitants of the town of 
Northfield, in the county of Franklin, were duly and legally con- 
vened in public town meeting, according to the constitution and 
laws of this Commonwealth, for the purpose of giving in their 
votes and lists at the choice and election of Governor, Lieuten- 
ant Governor, Counsellors and Senators, of this Commonwealth, 
for the year then ensuing and now current ; at which said town 
meeting, C. D., E. F., and G. H., all of whom were the select- 
men of the said town of Northfield for the year aforesaid, having 
been legally chosen and sworn into that office, appeared to pre- 
side at and regulate said town meetmg, and did then and tnere 
undertake to preside at and regulate said meeting, according to 
their oath and duty m that behalf; and that the said C. D., E. F., 
and 6. H., selectmen as aforesaid, being persons regardless of 
the rights of the people, and of the freedom and purity of elec- 
tions, and of the constitution and laws of this Commonwealth 
regulating the same, on the said sixth day of April aforesaid, at 
Northfield aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did knowingly <xnd 
corruptly^ neglect and rejuse to comply with and perform their sev- 
eral duties^ respectively required of them by law, as pointed out 
in and by the constitution and laws of this Commonwealth ; that 

* When the complaint is founded on more than one statute, the conclusion 
must be, against the form of the *< several statutes," Stc. ; as in the case of this 
offence of fraudulent voting, there are two statutes, creating the offenee and in- 
creasing the penalty, &c. 
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is to say, the said C. D., E. F., and 6. H., while presiding at 
said town meeting, and regulating the same, in their said office 
and capacity of selectmen as aforesaid, on the said sixth day of 
April, in the year aforesaid, at Nortbfield aforesaid, did knowing- 
ly and corrupdy admit one Lewis Field, one Robert Trip, and 
one James Robinson, to give in their votes and lists, at the town 
meeting and choice aforesaid, and did then and there knowingly 
and corrupdy receive the votes and lists of persons to be then 
and there voted for, elected, and chosen into the offices afore- 
said, of them the said Lewis Field, Robert Trip, and James 
Robinson, when in truth and in fact they had no right to vote and 
^ive in their lists of persons to be voted for, elected, and chosen 
mto the offices aforesaid, at said meeting and choice, and had not 
the qualifications required by the consdtution and laws of this 
Commonwealth to authorize them to vote and give in their lists of 
persons to be voted for, elected, and chosen into the offices 
aforesaid, at the meeting and choice aforesaid ; that is to say, the 
said Lewis Field was not an inhabitant of the said town of 
Northfield, on the said sixth day of April aforesaid, and did not 
dwell, and had not his home therein ; and that the said Robert 
Trip and James Robinson, on the said sixth day of April afore- 
said, or at any other time, had not, nor had either of them a free- 
hold estate, within the said Commonwealth, of the annual income 
of ten dollars, nor any estate of d)e value of two hundred dol- 
lars ; of all which the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., were then 
and there weH knowing ; and that the same votes and lists of 
them the said Lewis Field, Robert Trip, and James Robinson, 
so as aforesaid knowingly and corrupdy admitted and received 
by them the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., they the said C* D., 
E. F., and 6. H., did knowingly and corruptly cause to be re- 
corded and returned upon the list of persons voted for as Gov- 
ernor, Lieutenant Governor, Counsellors and Senators, for the 
year aforesaid, at the meeting and choice aforesaid ; which list, 
containing the votes of the said Field, Trip, and Robinson, they 
the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., did knowingly and corruptly 
transmit, and cause to be transmitted to the office of the secreta- 
ry of the said Commonwealth ; they the said C. D., E. F., and 
G. H., well knowing that the said Field, Trip, and Robinson, 
were not qualified, according to the constitution and laws of this 
Commonwealth, to vote and give m their lists of persons to be 
voted for, elected, and chosen into the offices aforesaid, in viola- 
tion of, and contrary to the oath and duty of them the said C. D., 
E. F., and G. H., faithfully and impartially to discharge and per- 
form die duties of their said offices, respecting the aforesaid dec- 
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tioDS, and the returns thereof; to the great prejudice ct the free- 
dom and purity of electicms in this Commonwealth, and against 
the peace and dignily of the same, aad against the form of the 
several statutes in such case made and provided.* Where- 
fore 8£C.f 



EMBRACERY. 



Embbacert, as defined by Blackstone,| is an attempt to influ- 
ence a jury corrupdy to one mde, by promises, persuasions, in- 
treaties, money, entertainments, and the like. There is a more 
full description of this pernicious offence, by Hawkins, where it 
is said, that any attempt whatsoever to corrupt, or influence, or 
instruct a jury, or any way to indine them to be more favorable 
to the one side than the other, by money, promises, letters, threats, 
or persuasions, except only by the strength of the evidence, 
and the arguments of counsel in open court at the trial of the 
cause, is a proper act of embracery, whether the jurors, on whom 
such attempt is made, give any verdict or not, or whether the 
verdict given be true or false. And the law so far abhors all 
corrupdon of this kind, that it prohibits every thing which has the 
least tendency to ity what specious pretence soever it may be cov- 
ered with ; it will not suffer a mere stranger so much as to desire 
a juror to appear and act according to his conscience.^ To give 
money to a juror, after verdict, without any precedent contract 
in relation to it, is an ofience ; the giving of money to another to 
be distributed among jurors is an offence, whether it be actually 
distributed or not. And it is as criminal in a juror, as in any other 
person, to endeavour to prevail with his companions to give a ver- 

* The penalties upon these statutes may be recovered in a qui tarn action 
therefor. See 6 M. R. 347. 

t As the offence, set forth m this form of a complaint, is not expressly created 
by any statute, it is advisable to conclude the complaint both at common law, 
and against the several statutes. — See stat. 1806, chap. 26, sec. 4, as to oath of 
selectmen. 

} 4 Bhu Com. 140. § Hawk. b. 1, e. 85, s. 1 fc 2. 
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diet for one sidcy by any practices wbatsoever, except only by ar- 
guments from the evidence produced, and from the general obfiga- 
tions of conscience to give a true verdict. It is also clearly an 
act of embracery for the party, or his counsel, or any person 
whatever, to attempt to influence a jury by indirect practices, as 
promises, menaces, or instructions to them in the cause before- 
hand.* 

By our statute, regulatmg the selections, and services of ju- 
rors,! any treat or gratuity given to jurors during the sessdon of 
the court, knowing them to be such, whether before or after ver- 
dict, is a sufficient reason to set aside the verdict, and award a 
new trial of the cause. These excellent principles and provis- 
ions, which show the purity and delicacy with which justice is 
supposed to be administered, are too often violated. Embraceiy 
is an increasing ofience in many parts of the country, and re- 
quires the vigilance of all good citizens to stop its progress. 

It is sbgular, that an ofience of so pernicious a nature, in the 
administration of justice, is so slightly noticed, either by the wri- 
ters upon criminal law, or in the books of precedents of indict- 
ments. The following precedent is taken, in substance, from 
Tremaine's Pleas of the Crown,| and is the only one to be met 
with, either in that collection, or in the Crown Circuit Compan- 
ion, or the Crown Circuit Assistant. 

Form of a Complaint for Embracery y by persuading a Juror to 
give his Verdict in favor of the Defendant ^ and for soliciting 
the other Jurors to do the. like. 

A. B. of B., in the xjounty aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, 

on the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, knowing that a jury of the said county of S. 
was then duly returned, sworn, and impannelled, to try a certain 
issue joined in the Supreme Judicial Court, then held according 
to law, at B. aforesaid, in and for the county of S. aforesaid, be- 
tween E. F., plaintifi^, and 6. H., defendant, in a plea of the 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 85, s. 3, 4, 5. f Stat. 1812, chap. 141. 

X 1 Trem. P. C. 176, 176. 
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case; and then aba knowing that a trial was to be had upon the 
said issue, on the day of in the year aforesaid, be- 

fore the said Supreme Judicial Court, then and there held for the 
said county of S., the said C. D., devising wickedly and unlaw- 
fully to hinder the due and lawAil trial of the said issue by the 
jurors afosesaid, returned, impannelled, and sworn as aforesaid to 
tiy the said issue, on the day of in the rear afore- 

said, at B. in the county aforesaid, unlawfully, wickedly, and un- 
justly, on behalf of the said 6. H., the defendant in the aaid 
cause, did solicit and persuade one I. J., one of the jurors of the 
said jnnr, returned, impannelled, and sworn according to law for 
the trial of said issue, to appear and attend in favor of the said 
G. H.,the said defendant; and then and there did say and utter 
to the said I. X, one of the jurors as aforesaid, divers words and 
discourses by way of commendation, on behalf of him the said 
6. H., the said defendant, and disparagement of the said E. F., 
the plaintiff; and that he the said C. D. did then and there un- 
lawfully and corruptly move and desire the said I. J. to solicit and 
persuade the other jurors returned, impannelled, and sworn to try 
the said issue, to give a verdict for the said G. H., in the said 
cause, he the said C. D. then and there well knowing that the 
said I. J. was one of the Jurors returned, impannelled, and sworn 
to try the said issue ; and that the jurors of the said jury by rea- 
son of speaking and uttering the words and discourses aforesaid, 
did give their verdict for the said G. H. in the cause aforesaid ; 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth ^foresaid. 
Wherefore &«•* 



ESCAPE. 

An escape of a person arrested upon criminal process, by 
eluding the vigilance of his keepers, before he is committed to 
prison, is an offence against public justice, and the par^ himself 
is punishable for it, at common law. But the officer permitting 
rsuch escape, either by negligence or connivance, is much more 

^ The last allegation in tiiis complaint, viz, that the jury gave their verdict 
for the defendant, by reason of the words, discourses, &c. is not necessary. The 
crime is complete by tfa# atten^[>t, whether it succeed or not — ^Hawk. h. 1, c 
^6, s. 1 fc 2. 
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culpable than the prisoner. Qflkers, therefore, who, after arrest, 
negligently permit a prisoner to escape, are punishable ; but voU 
untary escapes, by consent and connivance of the officer, are a 
much more serious ofience, and are punishable in the same de- 
gree as the offence of which the prisoner is guilty, whether trea- 
son, felony, or trespass.* 

These principles of the common law are conformable to the 
provisions of our statute upon this subject. By the fourth section 
of the statute for providing and regulating prisons,f it is enacted, 
" that eveiy gaoler or prison-keeper that shall voluntarily suffer 
any prisoner, committed to him, to escape, shall suflfer and un- 
dergo the like pains, punishment, and penalties, as the prisoner so 
escaping should, by law, for the crime or crimes wherewith he 
stood charged, if he had been convicted thereof;" and in the 
same section, it is further provided, ^^ that if the gaoler or prison- 
keeper shall, through negligence, suffer any prisoner accused of 
any crime to escape," he shall pay a fine, at the discretion of the 
court. By the third section of the same statute, the offiince of 
conveying any instrument to a prisoner, or mto the prison, without 
the knowledge of the keeper, whereby such prisoner might break 
the prison, is made punishable by fine or corporal punishment ; 
and if the prisoner shaU actually escape, by means of any instru- 
ment so conveyed, the offender is to be more severely punished 
by fine, imprisonment, or other infamous punishment, as the court 
sball think proper to inffict. 

Form of a Complaint^ at Common Law, for escaping from a 
Consiablej being in Custody under a Warrant of Larceny* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon hb oath 
complains, that he the said A. B., being one of the constables of 
said town of B., duly and legally authorized to execute and per- 
form the duties of that office, on the day of now 
last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did take and 
arrest one C. D., late of in the count}'' aforesaid, laborer, 
by virtue of a warrant from E. F., one of the justices of the 
peace in and for the county aforesaid, on suspicion of having 
committed a certain felony in feloniously stealing, taking, and 

* 4 Bla. Com. 180 ; Hawk. b. 2, c. 18. f Stat. 1784, chap. 41. 
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carryiDg away one geldiog, of the Falue of dollars, of the 

property of one G. H., and that thereupon he the said C. D., 
under the custody of him the said A. B., the constable as afore- 
said, was then and there brought before the said E. F., Esq., 
one of the justices of the peace in and for the county afore- 
said, duly authorized to discharge and perform the duties of 
that oiEce. Whereupon such proceedings were had, that he the 
said E. F., Esq., by his warrant of commitment, directed to 
him the said A. B. and others, did then and there command him 
the said A. B. to carry and convey the said C. D. to the gaol of 
said Commonwealth, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
there to be safely kept until he should be lawfully delivered from 
thence by due course of law ; by virtue of which warrant, the 
said C. D. was then and there taken and detained by him the said 

A. B. ; and as he the said A. B. was conveying and carrying 
him the said C. D. to the gaol aforesaid, afterwards, to wit, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at 

B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, he the said C. D. did forci- 
bly break away and escape from and out of the custody of him 
the said A. B., constable as aforesaid, against the will of him the 
said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth aforesaid.* Wherefore &c. 

Against a Prisoner in Custody, for breaking out of Gaol. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the same county, laborer, on 

the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, was arrest- 

ed, detained, and imprisoned, in the Commonwealth's gaol, situ- 
ate at B. aforesaid, for a certain felony by him committed, that 
is to say, for feloniously stealing, taking, and carrying away one 
gelding, of- the value of one hundred dollars, of the goods and 
chattels of one E. F.^f and that he the said C. D. on at 

&c. with force and arms, the aforesaid gaol of the said 
Commonwealth did break, and thereby did then and there escape 
from and out of the same ; against the peace and dignity of the 
Commowealth aforesaid.f 

Against a Constable, for negligently permitting a Man to escape 

who was arrested by him. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S., gentleman, upon his 
oath comfdains, that on the day of now last past, at 

^ 2 Chit. C. L. 169. f 2 Chit C. L. 160 ; Bums J. Prison breaking. 
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B., in the said county of S., one C. D. came before E. F. Esq., 
then one of tlie justices of the peace in and for the said county of 
S., duly and legally qualified and empowered to discharge and 
perform the duties of said office ; and the said C. D. did then 
and there, on his oath before said justice, charge, accuse, and 
complain, that one G. H. of B. aforesaid, laborer, [Aare set forth 
the comfplaint,'\ Whereupon such proceedings were had, that 
the said Justice 'did then and there make a certain warrant under 
his hana and seal, in due form of law, directed to the sheriff of 
the said county of S., or his deputy, or to any of the constables 
of the town of in the county aforesaid, thereby requiring 

. them and each of them to take the body of the said 6. H. and 
bring him before the said E. F. Esq., the justice aforesaid, to 
be dealt with touching the said complaint, as to law and justice 
might appertain ; which said warrant afterwards, on the day and 
year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, was delivered to I. J. of said Bos- 
ton, in the county aforesaid, yeoman, (he being then and there 
one of the constables of the said town of B., duly appointed, 
qualified, and sworn to discharge and perform the duties of said 
office,) in due form of law to be by him served and executed ; 
by virtue of which warrant, the said I. J. afterwards, to wit, on 
the day of in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, 

did take and arrest the body of him the said C. D., and him in 
his custody for the cause aforesaid then and there had. Never- 
theless the said I. J. on the said day of in the year 
aforesaid, at B. in die county aforesaid, the duties of his office in 
that respect not regarding, unlawfully and negligently did permit 
the said 6. H. to escape and go at large wheresoever he would, 
out of the custody of nim the said I. J. ; against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c.* 

fSgainfi a OaoUr^ for permitting a voluntary Escape of a 
Prisoner convicted of Felony : On the Fourth Section of the 
Statute regulating Prisons, f 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
)lains, that at the Supreme Judicial G>urt, begun and holden at 
'here set forth the time fyc. of holding the court^l one C. D. was 
luly and legally convicted ot the crime of larceny in feloniously 

^ The same fonn is to be used in case of a voluntary escape, by substituting; 
the word *< voluntarily," for the word ** negligently," towards the close of die 
complaint. 

t Stat. 1784, chap. 41. 

30 
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stealing, takbg, and carrying away fifty pounds of tea, of the 
value of thirty dollars, of the goods and chattels of one E. F. 
Whereupon it was considered and adjudged by the said court, 
that the stud C. D. should be imprisoned, {here set forth the 
sentence of the court.'] And the said A. B., upon his oath afore- 
said, further complains, that afterwards, at ihe Supreme Judicial 
Court above mentioned, the said C. D., by order of the said 
court, was comnutted to the care and custody of 6« H., then 
and still being the gaoler and prison-keeper of the Common- 
wealth's caol, ffituated at B. aforesaid, there to be kept and im- 
prisoned m the said gaol and prison, according to, ana in pursu- 
ance of the order and sentence aforesaid ; and the said G. H. 
him the said C. D. in his custody then and there had for die 
cause aforesaid ; he the said C. D. having stood charged and 
been committed as aforesaid, of the aforesaid felony and larceny, 
and thereupon committed as a prisoner as aforesaid to him the 
said G. H. ; and the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, further 
complains, that the said G. H. of said B., Esq., afterwards and 
before the expiration of the term for which the said C. D. was so 
as aforesaid ordered to be imprisoned, to wit, on the day 

of now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, unlawfully, 

voluntarily, and contemptuously did permit and suffer the said 
C. D. to escape and go at large out of the said gaol and prison ; 
contrary to the duty of him the said G. H., and against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c.* 

For conveying Instruments into a Prison^ toith Intent to far 
cilitate the Escape of a Prisoner : On the TTdrd Section of the 
Statute, 

A. B« of B., in the county of S«, gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that heretofore, to wit, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, C. D. Esq., then being one of 
the justices of the peace in and for the said county of S., duly 
and legally authorized and empowered to discbarge and perform 
the duties of said office, did make out his warrant of commit- 
ment, in due form of law, bearing date the day and year afore- 
said, directed to the keeper of the Commonwealth's gaol in B. 
aforesaid, his under-keeper, or deputy ; by which said warrant 
of commitment the said justice did require the said keeper of 

* The same fonn is to be used in case of a negligent escape, substituting the 
word " nei^Ugently," for the word *< voluntaxily," towards the dose of the 
complaint. 
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said gaol, his under-keeper, or deputy, to receive into their cus- 
tody the body of one E. F., who was therewith sent to them, 
the said keeper, his under-keeper, or deputy, (the said E. F« 
having been brought before him the said justice, and charged 
upon the oath of one 6. H. with having feloniously stolen, taken, 
and carried away a certain gelding, of the value of fifty dollars, 
the proper^ of him the said 6. H.,^ and him the said E. F. 
safely to keep, until he should be d]scnar|ed by due course of 
law ; which said warrant of commitment is of the following pur- 
port and effect, [here set forth the warrant of cammUment.} By 
virtue of which said warrant, the said E. F. afterwards, to wit, 
on the same day and year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, was con- 
veyed, committed, and delivered to the Commonwealth's said 
gaol, situated in said B., and to the keeper thereof, for the 
cause aforesaid, to wit, for the felony and larceny aforesaid. 
And the said E. F. was then and there lawfully kept and de- 
tained a prisoner, in the aforesaid gaol, under me custody of 
J. H. Esq., then being the keeper of said gaol, for the felo- 
ny aforesaid ; and the said A. 6., upon his oath aforesaid, ftir- 
ther complains, diat I. J. of B. aforesaid, laborer, on the 
day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. in the 

county aforesaid, did unlawftiUy convey, and cause and procure 
to be conveyed, into the said ^aol and prison two steel files, 
being instruments proper to facilitate the escape of prisoners, 
out of the gaol and prison aforesaid ; and the same files did 
dien and there deliver, and cause and procure to be delivered 
to the said E. F., (he being then and there a prisoner in said 

i^aol and prison, and then and there lawfully detained therein 
or the felony and larceny aforesaid,) without the knowledge 
and privily of the said keeper of said gaol and prison, or of any 
under-keeper of the same ; which said files, being such instru- 
ments as aforesaid, were then and there so conveyed into the 
said gaol and prison, and delivered to the said E. F. as afore- 
said by him the said I. J., with intent that he the said E. F. 
might thereby, and therewith, break the said gaol and prison, 
and unlawftiUy work himself out of the same ; and with intent 
to aid and assist the said E. F. to escape, and attempt to escape 
from and out of the said gaol and prison ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
m such case made and provided. Wherefore Sic.^ 

* See a vuiety of other forms in 2 Chitty C. L. 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 
167,177. 
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EXTORTION. 

Extortion is an abuse of public justice, which consists in 
any officer's unlawfully taking, by color of his office, from any 
man, any money or thing of value, that is not due to him, or 
more than is due, or before it is due.* In a large sense, it 
signifies any oppres^on under color of right-f It was a high 
misdemeanor at common law ; and therefore an indictment lies 
against any officer or other person for demanding more than is 
due, or for refusing to execute a process until he has been paid 
his fees.| 

When a statute annexes a fee to aA office, it will be extxM^ 
tion to take more than it specifies. But it is not criminal for 
an officer to take a reward, voluntarily offered to him, for the 
more diligent or expedidous performance of his duty.§ But a 
promise to pay him money for any act of duQr, which the law 
does not sufiler him to receive, is absolutely void, however firee- 
ly it may have been given. The complamt must state the sum 
which the defendant received; and it will not be sufficient to 
aver that he received a gift or reward, without specifjring the 
value ;|| though it is not material to prove the exact sum at 
leged.ir 

Prosecutions for extortion, in this state, are founded upon the 
statute establishing and regulating the fees of officers;** which 
creates a penalty of thirty dollars for every offence ; to be re- 
covered, either by indictment, or by action of debt; in the 
latter case the whole penalty enures to the party who brings 
the action. 

Form of a Complaint against a Justice of the Peace for Ex- 
tortion : On the Sixth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said 6. Esq., on the day of 

* 4 Bla. Com. 141. f 1 Hawk. b. 1, c 68, s. 1. 

X Com. Dig. Extortion A. § 2 Inst. 210, 211. 

II 4 Burr. 2471 ; 2 Leach, 794. IT Id. 

** Stat 1795, chap. 41, sec 6. 
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now last ^ast, then being one of the justices of the peace in and 
for the said county of S., duly and leeally qualified to perfonn 
the duties of said office, not regarding me duties of his said office, 
but contriving and intending him the said A. B. to injure and op- 

Sess, on the said day of in the year aforesaid, at 

.' in the county aforesaid, by color of his said office, did wil- 
fully, corruptly, and extorsively demand, take, and receive of 
him the saia A. B. a greater fee than is allowed and prodded by 
law, for the trial of an bsue, then and there in due form of law 
joined and pending before him the said C. D. as a justice of the 
peace for the said county of So between him the said A. B. and 
one E. F., in a certain civil action commenced and entered by 
the said A. B. against the said E. F., before him the said C. D., 
justice as aforesaid, at a justice's court duly appointed, and then 
and there held by him the said C. D., to wit, the sum of one 
dollar for the trial of said issue ; which sum is more than the fee 
allowed and provided by law for the service aforesaid ; to the 
great damage, injury, and oppression of him the said A. B., 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &€•* 

^ This fonn may be adopted, mutoHs mutandis, in complaints for extortion 
against all other officers and persons. There are a great variety of other 
precedents for extortion in the Crown Circuit Companion, Chitty's Crown 
Law, and other books nf precedents. But as the penalty, created by our 
•tatute, may be recovered, as well by action of debt in the name of any per- 
son who will sue for it, as by a criminal prosecution, it is thought unnecessaiy 
to add any other forms or precedents, because, by the decision in the case 
of die Commonwealth v, Cheney, 6 M. R. 347, a justice of the peace cannot 
hold the offender to bail for this offence, and therefore has no jurisdiction of 
it in any form whatever. 
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FORGERY AND COUNTERF£niN& 

Thb English judges seem to have iporied their opinioiis in the 
definition of diis ofience.* The best definition ot it is, the false 
making or alteration of a written instrument, with intent to de- 
ceive and defraud. No writer upon criminal law has defined 
it precisely in these words; but this definition results bom 
all the authorities taken together. It is an oflfence punishable as 
a misdemeanor at common law.f In England a more severe 
punishment is inflicted on the oiSTender, by a variety, or rather a 
muldtude of statutes.} By some of these the offence is made 
capital ; or in the old and ludicrou$ language of the English law, 
felony vfUhout the ben^ of clergy* 

The essence of the oflfence is die firaudulent intent The 
nuddngi with sufficient fi'audulent intent, of any instrument which 
is the subject of forgery, is a completion of the o&nce, before 
publication.^ For though publication is the medium by which 
the intent is manifested, yet it may be proved by other evidence ; 
and by the statute law, the publication, with knowledge of the 
forgery, is usually made a substantive offence. 

Making a firaudulent insertion, alteration, or erasure, m a ma- 
terial part of a true instrument } or the fi-audulent appficati<Ni of 
the true signature to a false instrument, for which it was not in- 
tended, are as clearly forgeries as if the whole instrument had 
been fabricated ; for any such alteration gives it a new operation. || 

The making of any false instrument, which is the subject of 
forgery, with a fi^udulent intent, although in the name of a ficti- 
tious or non-existing person, is as much a forgery, as if it had 
been made m tlie name of one who is known to exist, and to 
whom credit was due. 

Every manner of exhibiting the instrument as a true one, with 
a knowledge of its being forged, is a publication or uttering of it. 

It is essentially necessary to a complaint for forgery, that the 
instrument should be set forth in words and figures, if in the 

* 2 East, P. C. 862, 8S8. t U. 1 4 BUu Com. 245. 

§ 2 East, P. C. 856. || 2 £a«t» P. C. 866, 967. 
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pos8es8i(Hi of the magistrate or prosecutor. But if the instru- 
inent has been secreted, detained, or destroyed, by the parly 
charged, it will be sufficient to allege, that the instrument was so 
detained, secreted, or destroyed, and therefore that the tenor or 
substance of it cannot be set forth in the complaint. The prac- 
tice m this state, as will appear by the following precedents, is, 
to set forth the instrument to be " of the purport and etEoct fol- 
lowing." It is most advisable to set it out in this manner, and 
not in the ^' tenor" following. 

If any part of the true instrument be altered, the complaint 
may lay it to be a forgery of the whole instrument.* The in- 
strument must be called by the name used in the statute, and set 
forth in the complaint, that it may appear whether it properly 
comes within the denommation ascribed to it. 

The foregoing principles of law are taken from the English 
authorities upon the subject of forgery. The numerous statutes 
in that country, and the almost infinite variety of instruments and 
documents which, by these statutes, may be the subject of for- 
gery, render the modem treatises upon this oflfence in some de- 
gree prolix and uninteresting. 

The statute of this Commonwealth,f upon the subject of for- 
gery and counterfeiting, is one of the most important m our 
statute book ; and, excepting that for the punishment of larceny, 
the prosecutions upon it are more numerous than upon tliat of 
any other now in operation. It was drawn by a late highly re- 
spected and learned Chief Justice of the Supreme Judicial 
Court.| In some parts of it there is a departure from the lan- 
guage used in the English statutes relative to the same offence, 
which has been the occasion of judicial constructions which are 
in some measure original, but which have been clearly settled. 
And, as has been before observed, the statute being of great im- 
portance, and the public prosecutions upon it very frequent, the 
forms of a complaint, upon every section of it, and of the diflfer^ 
ent ofiences, described in each section, are here given. They 

^ 2 East, P. C. 978. f Statute 1804, chap. 120. 

t The late Chief. Justice Sewall. 
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will be found to be of great use m the daily practice of those 
magistrates who are in the habit of taking cognizance of criminal 
[Hrosecutions. 

The statute is entitled " An act against forgery and counter- 
feiting ;" and its object is the punishment of every species of of- 
fence of that description. The first section provides for the pun- 
ishment of forgeries, of the documents, papers, and contracts, 
therein specially enumerated, and for the uttering and publishing 
of them. And it is always to be recollected, that no document, 
contract, or paper, can be the subject of a forgery within the 
statute, wluch is not therein specially enumerated. The forgery 
and fabrication of other papers may be the subjects of a public 
prosecution upon the statute for the suppression and punishment 
of cheats;* but they are not the subjects of technical or statute 
forgeries. 

The second section of the statute provides for the punishment 
of forgeries and counterfeitbg of certificates of the public debt 
of this Commonwealth, and of the bank bills of the incorporated 
banks of this state, and for being possessed at one and the same 
time of more than ten of the latter, knowing them to be counter- 
feit, with intent to utter and pass the same. This part of this 
section of the statute has been the subject of judicial construc- 
tion, as may be seen in the cases quoted below.f 

The third section provides a punishment for uttering and ten- 
dering in payment any forged certificate of the public debt, and 
of the bank bills of the incorporated banks of this state ; and 
also, the punishment for a second ofience, or for three several 
convictions of the like offence, at the same term of the Supreme 
Judicial Court. 

The fourth section provides the punishment for bringing into, 
or having in possessbn within this state, the counterfeit bills of 
the incorporated banks of this state, or of the incorporated banks 
of any other of the United States, with intent to pass the same. 

* Stat. 1816, chap. 186. 

1 8 M. R. Commonwealtfa o. Munay Brown, p. 69, and Commonwealth o. 
HUy Houghton, p. 107. 
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The fifth section provides the punishment for making or mend- 
ing any tools, instruments, or materials, adapted and designed for 
the forging and making of any of the afore-described certificates or 
bank bills, and for having the same in possession, with intent to 
use and employ them in forging and making such counterfeit se- 
curities and bank bills. 

The sixth, seventh, and eighth sections contain provisions simi- 
lar to those of the foregoing sections, in all cases of counterfeit- 
ing and uttering any gold or silver coin, current within the Com- 
monwealth; and for making or being possessed of any tool, 
material, or instrument, adapted and designed for the coining and 
making of counterfeit money or coin, current as aforesaid, with in- 
tent to use and employ the same, or to permit the same to be 
used and employed in coining and making counterfeit money. 

The last section of the statute authorizes the Governor, with 
advice and consent of the Counsel, to grant certain rewards to 
persons who shall inform, prosecute, and bring to conviction any 
offender who shall be guilty of forging and counterfeiting the 
certificates of the public debt, and the bank bills of the incorpo- 
rated banks of this state ; and for making and forging any false 
coin, as stated in the preceding sections of the statue. 

In drawing complaints upon the several sections of this statute, 
the identical words of that part of the statute, upon which the 
complaint is founded, must be used m the complaint. In all 
complaints upon the first section, the name of the instrument 
forged must also be alleged m the identical words of that section ; 
otherwise it will not appear to be an instrument which is the sub- 
ject of forgery, within the statute. 

In all the forms of complaints upon this statute, here following, 
the words, " with force and arms," are left out. They are not 
necessary to the validity of any complaint or indictment, unless 
for such ofiTences as amount to an actual disturbance of the peace. 
They are never necessary when it would be absurd to use them. 
—3 Bac. Abr. 108, 109 ; 2 Hawk. 343. 

The practice upon this statute has uniformly been, to consider 

the bank bills of the banks of other states, as " promisory notes 

for the payment of money," and in all prosecutions for uttering 

31 
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and publisbiog such biDs, the charge has been laid on the first 
section of the statute. The reason for this is, that if they are 
described as bank bills of the incorporated banks of other states, 
it will be necessary to produce on the trial, legal evidence of the 
incorporation of such banks, which is always difBcult, and often 
impossible, from the great distance of the places where die banks 
are established. To avoid this inconvenience, the practice, as 
above stated, has been resorted to and sanctioned by repeated 
judicial decisions. 

Whenever a prosecution upon this statute is brought before a 
justice for passing, or being possessed with intent to pass, any 
counterfeit bank bill or coin, every step ought to be immediately 
taken by the justice to identify all the bills or pieces of coin which 
are to be the subjects of the complaint and prosecution. In or- 
der to do this, the justice should direct the person, in whose pos- 
sesion he first finds them, to put his [urivate mark on each bill 
and piece of coin, in his presence ; so that the witness can swear 
to the identity of the bills or pieces of com, at all times after- 
wards, into whosever hands they may subsequently pass. The 
trouble and expense of a number of witnesses may be frequent- 
ly saved by this precaution. For if the bills or pieces of coin 
have no private mark upon them by which they can be identified 
on the trial, every person, mto whose hands they may have pass- 
ed, must be produced in court to swear to their identity. 

Form of a Complaint for forging a Promisory Note for the 
Payment of Money : On the First Section of the Statute* 

A. B. of 6., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did falsely 
make, forge, and counterfeit, and did procure to be falsely made, 
forged, and counterfeited, a certain promisory note for tne pay- 
ment of money, purporting to be made and signed by one E. F. 
for the sum of doUars ; which said false, forged, and coun- 
terfeit promisory note is of the foUowing purport and efiect, to 
wit, [here insert a copy of the note in the words and figwes of it 
verbatim et literatim^ with mtent him the said A. B. to injure 
and defraud ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
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oootrafy to Ibe form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided.* Wherefore &c. 

For forging a Certificate of a Justice of Ae Peace. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county 

aforesaid, did falsely make, forge, and counterfeit, and did pro- 
cure to be falsely made, forged, and counterfeited, a certain cer- 
tificate and attestation of one E. F. Esq., one of the justices of 
the peace in and for the said county of S. ; which said false, 
forged, and counterfeit certificate and atte3tation is of the follow- 
ing purport and effect, to wit, [here insert an exact copy of the 
certfficate^ in words and figures ;] which said false, forged, and 
counterfeit certificate and attestation, then and there purported to 
be the certificate and attestation of a justice of the peace, in a 
matter wherein the said certificate and attestation was receivable, 
and might be taken as a legal proof, with intent him the said A. B. 
to injure and defraud ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c.f 

For uttering and publishing a forged Instrument : On the last 
Clause of the First Section rf the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
had in his custody and possession a certain false, forged, and 
counterfeit promissory note for the payment of money, purporting 
to be made and signed by one E. F. for the sum of dol- 

lars ; which said raise, forged, and counterfeit promissory note is 
of the following purport and effect, to wit, [here insert a correct 
copy of the forged note in words and fibres f\ and that he the 
said C. D. the aforesaid false, forged, and counterfeit promissory 

* If the note forged is for specific articles, then allege it to be " a certain 
promissory note for the deliveiy of goods," as in the word^ of the statute. 

t It cannot be necessary to give a form for the forgery of all the different in- 
stnnnents enumerated in this section of the statute. The form cannot vary from 
those above inserted in any respect, excepting as to the denomination of the 
foiged instrument which is to be the subject of the prosecution. In all cases, 
the name or denomination of the forged paper must be alleged in the words of 
the statute, and a correct copy of it inserted in the body of the complaint, in 
the manner and with the introductory words, used in the two preceding forms. 
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note did then and there utter and publish as true, with intent him 
the said A. B. to injure and defraud, he the said C. D. then and 
there well knowing the aforesaid promissory note to be false, 
forged, and counterfeit; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute m such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c.* 

Farm of a Complaint for forging a Certificate of a public Debt : 
On the Second Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did falsely 
make, forge, and counterfeit, and did procure to be falsely made 
forged, and counterfeited, and did willingly aid and assist in false- 
ly making, forging, and counterfeiting a certain note, [or certifir 
cate^ or other oUl of credit, as the case may be,'] purporting to be 
a note which had been duly issued by the Treasurer of the Com- 
monwealth, thereto duly authorized, for a debt of this Common- 
wealth ; which said false, forged, and counterfeit note is of the 
purport and effect following, to wit, \here insert an exact copy of 
the note in words and figures^ with intent the said Commonwealth 
to injure and defraud ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contraiy to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. 

^ the note or certificate vms issued by a Commissioner or 

Commissioners, it is to be so alleged, instead of alleging them to 

be issued by the Treasurer, fyc. See the words of the section. 

For forging a Bank BiU of an incorporated Bank within this 
Commonwealth : On the Second Section of the Statute, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
did fasely make, forge, and counterfeit, and procure to be false- 
ly made, forged, and counterfeited, a certain bank bill, purporting 
to be payable to the bearer thereof, and to be signed in behalf of 
the President, Directors, and Company of the [Boston] Bank, 
the same being a corporation, by law licensed and authorized as 
a bank within this Commonwealth ; which said false, forged, and 
counterfeit bank bill is of the purport and effect following, [here 

* This fonn may be used and adapted to all the cases of uttering and publish- 
ing forged papers, which may be prosecuted upon this section of the statute. 
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insert an exact copy of the forged hill in words andJigureSi"] with 
intent the said President, Directors, and Company of the said 
Boston Bank to injure and defraud ; . against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &cc. 

For being possessed of ten counterfeit Bank BiUs of the same 
timcj with intent to pass the same :* On the Second Section 
the StcUuie. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
had in his custody and possession ten false, forged, and counter- 
feit bank bills, purpordng to be ten bills, payable to the bearers 
thereof, and to be signed in behalf of the President, Directors, 
and Company of the [Boston] Bank, the same being a corpora- 
tion, by law licensed and authorized as a bank within this Com- 
monwealth, one of which said bank bills being of the purport and 
effect following. There you must insert an exact copy of each of 
the ten counteifeU bills in words and figures f] and that he the 
said C. D. did then and there willingly aid and assist in render- 
ing current as true each of the false, forged, and counterfeit bank 
bills aforesaid, knowing them and each of them to be false, forged, 
and counterfeit as aforesaid, with intent to utter and pass the 
same, and thereby to injure and defraud the President, Direct- 
ors, and Company of the said Boston Bank ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore ho. 

Form of a complaint for uttering and tendering in Payment a 

counterfeit Bank BUI of an incorporated Bank within this 

State: On the Third Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, had in his custody 
and possession a certain false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill, 
purporting to be a bank bill payable to the bearer thereof, and 
to be signed in behalf of the President, Directors, and Company 
of the [Boston] Bank, the same being a corporation by law 
licensed and authorized as a bank within this Commonwealth ; 
which said false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill is of the fol- 

* 8 Mass. Rep. Commonwealth v. Muny BrowD, p. 59, and Conunonwealth 
V, Houghton, p. 107. 
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lowing porport and effect to wit, [here imert an exact copy cf&e 
counterfeit Ml in toards andjigura ;] and that he the said U. D. 
the aibresaid fabe, forged, and count^eit, bank bill did then and 
there utter and tender in pajrment* as true, with intent him the 
said A. B. to injure and defraud, he the said C. D. then and 
there well knowing the aforesaid bill to be false, forged, and 
counterfeit ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore 8cc. 

For a second ojffince in pasnng a counterfeit Bank BSl: On^Ae 

Third Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, uponhis oadi com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, heretofore, to wit, on the 
day of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 

hundred and at B. in the county aforesaid, had in his cus- 

tody and possession a certain false, foiged, and counterfeit bank 
bill, purporting to be a bank bill payable to the bearer thereof, 
and to be simed in behalf of the President, Directors, and Com- 
pany of the [Boston] Bank, the same being a corporation, by law 
licensed and authorized as a bank within this Commonwealth ; 
which said false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill is of the pur- 
port and effect following to wit, \here set forth the foiled hul as 
%t is described in the indictment or process upon wnicK the party 
ivas convicted ;] and that he the said C. D. did then and there 
utter and tender in payment as true the aforesaid false, forged, 
and counterfeit bank bill, with intent one E. F.f to injure and 
defraud, he the said C. D. then and there well knowing the 
aforesaid bill to be false, forged, and counterfeit; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided ; of which said offence, 
the said C, D,, at the Supreme Judicial Court, begun and holden 
at B., within and for the county of S., on the Tuesday 

of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 

and was duly and legally convicted ; and the said A. B., 

upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that the said C. D. 
afterwards, to wit, on the day of now last past, at 

B. in the county aforesaid, had in his custody and possession a 

* The words used in the first section of the statute are ** utter and publish " ; 
the words in this section are " utter and tender in payment.'* Although there is 
no difierence in the technical meaning of these words, yet the precise words, 
made use of in each section of the statute, ought to be made use of in the 
complaint. 

t The person alleged to be defrauded in the former conviction. 
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certain other false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill, purporting to 
be a bank bill payable to the bearer thereof, and to be signed in 
behalf of the President, Directors, and Company of the [Boston] 
Bank, the same being a corporation, by law licensed and author- 
ized as a bank within this Commonwealth ; which said last men- 
tioned false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill is of the purport 
and effect foUowing, [here imert an exact copy of the forged bill 
in words andjigures^ and that he the said C. D. the aforesaid 
and last mentioned false, forged, and counterfeit bank bill did 
then and there utter and tender in payment as true, with intent 
him the said A. B. to injure and defraud,/hethe said C. D. then 
and there well knowing the aforesaid and last mentioned bill to 
be false, forged, and counterfeit against the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contraiy to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore Szc. 

Farm of a Complaint for bringing into, and being possessed 
of, within this State^ a counterfeit BUl^ with Intent fyc: 
On the Fourth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, had in his 
custody and possession a certain false, forged, and counterfeit bill 
and note, in the similitude of the bills and notes payable to the bear- 
ers thereof, issued by and for the [Boston] Bank, the same being a 
bank and banking company legally established within this state ;* 
which said false, forged, and counterfeit bill and note is of the 
following purport and effect, to wit, \here insert an exact copy of 
the counterfeU note in words and figures ;] and that he the said 
C, D. the aforesaid false, forged, and counterfeit note, in his 
hands, custody, and possession, then and there had and kept, for 
the purpose of rendering the same current as true, and with in- 
tent to pass the same ; he the said C. D. then and there well 
knowing the aforesaid bill and note to be false, forged, and coun- 
terfeit ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

* If Ae forged bOl be of a bank of anoflier state, tiien fay, *' the same being a 
bank or banking company legally established witiiin Uie state of New Hampshire." 
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Farm of a Complaint for making or mending any Tool fyc, to 
be used in countetfeiting Bills fyc. : On the Fifth Section of 
the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county of laborer, 

on the day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the couq- 

tf aforesaid, did engrave, form, and make, and did begin to engrave, 
K>rm, and make a certain plate, the same being an instrument and 
material devised, adapted, and designed for the stamping, for^ne, 
and making of false and counterfeit bills and notes in the aimUttaae 
of the hUls and nqtes payable to the bearers thereof, which have 
been issued by and for the [Boston] Bank, the same being a bank 
and banking company which is by law established in this state ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form 
of the statute m such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For being possessed of any Tool fyc. to be used in counterfeiting 
BUls fyc. : On the Fifth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. ofB., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, had in his 
custody and possession a certain plate, engraven, devised, adapt- 
ed, and designed for the stamping, forging, and making of false 
and counterfeit bills and notes, in the similitude of the bills and 
notes, payable to the bearer thereof, which have been issued by 
and for the [Boston] Bank, the same being a bank and banking 
company which is by law established in this state, with the intent 
to use and employ the same, and to cause and permit the same 
to be used and employed in forging and making such false and 
counterfeit bills and notes of the said Boston Bank ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c.* 

* The language of this section is somewhat incorrect and mvolved. It refers 
to the preceding section in such a manner, as to render it necessary to adopt the 
words of hoth, in forming the complaint upon each of the clauses of this section. 
The offence described is, for making &c. any tool or instrument devised, adapt- 
ed, and designed for the forging &c. of any false and counterfeit bills or notes 
which have been or shaU be isstied as qforesaid, that is, by the banks establish- 
ed in tJte statey which, according to the literal construction, seems to imply that 
these banks had issued false and counterfeit bills, and that the offence here de- 
scribed is the making of a tool adapted and designed to counterfeit these counter- 
feit biUs, By adopting the words in the fourth section^ viz. " in the similitude 
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JPom of a Complaint fir counterfeUing any Oold or Silver Coin : 
On the Sixth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., ID the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did 
forge and counterfeit, and did procure to be forged and counter- 
feited, and did willingly aid and assist in forging and counterfeit- 
bg a certain piece of silver coin, current within this Common- 
wealth by the laws and usages thereof, called a dollar ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &£c. 

Another Form for the iamef moreJvUy set forth :* On the Sixth 

Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, at said B., in the county aforesaid, contriv- 
ing and intending die citizens of this Commonwealth craftily, 
falsely, and deceiUully to deceive and defraud, twenty pieces of 
false and counterfeit coin, of copper, brass, and other mixed 
metals, of the likeness and similitude of the good and legal silver 
coin, current within this Commonwealth by the laws and usages 
thereof, called dollars, then and there falsely and deceitfully did 
forge and counterfeit, and procure to be forged and counterfeited, 
and did willingly aid and assist in forging and counterfeiting ; 
against the peace of said Commonwedth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &SLC* 

For being possessed often Pieces of counterfeit Coin^ with Intent 
to pass the same : On the Siocth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

of the billB and notes payable to the bearer thereof," and i^lyhig them in the 
manner as is done in the two next preceding forms, the language of the section 
will be rendered more correct, and the meaning of it still adhered to. 

* These two forms will be sufficient guides in all the cases arising under this 
section. The form of the complaint will of course be easily adapted to the case ; 
for instance, if the tool or instrument be a " rolling press," instead of a« plate," 
it will be so alleged ; and in like manner, if the plate be designed to counterfeit 
the " certificates " of the public debt, instead of " bank bills," the complaint 
wiU so allege the &ct. * 2 Chit. C. L. 103. 

32 
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DOW last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, had in his custcxly 
and possession ten similar pieces of false and counterfeit coin, of 
the likeness and similitude of the good and legal silver com, cur- 
rent within this Commonwealth by the laws and usages thereof, 
called dollars ; and that he the said C. D., the aforesaid ten similar 
pieces of false and counterfeit coin did willingly aid and assist in 
passmg and rendering current as true ; and for that purpose he 
the said C. D., the aloresaid ten ^milar pieces of false and coun- 
terfeit coin, forged and counterfeited to the similitude of the silver 
money and coin current as aforesaid, then and there, and at one 
and the same time, did have and possess, with intent to utter and 
pass the same, knowing the same to be false, forged, and coun- 
terfeit ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contra- 
%to the form of the statute m such case made and provided, 
berefore &c. 

Fonn of a Complaint for being possessed of any dumber of 
Pieces of false Coiny with Intent fyc. : On the Seventh Section 
of the Statute, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. In the county aforesaid, had in his custody 
and possession five similar pieces of false money and coin, forged 
and counterfeited to the likeness and similitude of the silver money 
and coin, current within this Commonweahh by the laws and 
usages thereof, called dollars ; and that he the said C. D. the 
aforesaid five similar pieces of false and counterfeit coin, in his 
hands, custody, and possession, then and there hajl and kept, with 
intent to utter and pass the same as true, he the said C. D. then 
and there well knowing the same to be false, forged, and coun- 
terfeit ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of tlie statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

For uttering and pass^ing counterfeit Coin, knounfig fyc. : On 

the Seventh Section of the Statute. 

A. B, of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 
now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, had in his custody 
and possession a certain piece of false money and coin, forged 
and counterfeited to the likeness and similitude of the good and 
legal silver coin, current within this Commonwealth by die laws 
and usages thereof, called a dollar ; and that he the said C. D. 
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the aforesaid piece of forged apd counterfeit coin did then and 
there utter, pass, and tender in payment as true, with intent him 
the said A. B. ihen and there to injure and defraud, he the said 
C. D. then and there well knowing the aforesaid piece of coin to 
be false, forged, and counterfeit ; against the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore &x;. 

Form of a Complaint for maJdfig or being possessed of anf 
Tool fyc. to be used in counterfeiting Coin : On the Eigktk 
Section of the Staiute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com« 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, intending the good 
citizens of this Commonwealth to deceive, injure, and defraud, 
did cast, stamp, engrave, form, and make, and did then and there 
knowingly have and possess, a certain tool and instrument, de- 
vised, adapted, and designed, for the coining and making of 
false and counterfeit money and coin, in the similitude of the sil- 
ver money and coin, current within this Commonwealth by the 
laws and usages thereof, called a die ; with the intent to use and 
employ the same, and to cause and permit the same to be used 
and employed, in coining and making the false money and coin 
. as aforesaid ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 

Wherefore &c.* 

• 
By a late statute of Massachusetts, passed June 14th, 1823, 

chap. 40, justices of the peace, and other courts, are authorized 
to issue search-warrants, to search for counterfeit money, securi- 
ties, and tools, implements, and materials, used or to be used in 
the forging and counterfeiting of the same, with like power and au- 
thority which they now have to issue and grant search-warrants 
to search for stolen goods. See this statute, and remarks upon 
the construction of it, ante, p. 147, relative to search-warrants. 

* This form embraces both branches of the ofifonce which is (he subject of this 
section, viz. the making, and also the having in possession of the tool or instru- 
ment, with the intent &c. If, upon the examination, it appears either that the * 
party made the instrument, or that he only possessed it without having made it, 
but with the intent that it should be used for the purposes of forging and coun- 
terfeiting, the magistrate will be justified in committing, or binding him over for 
trial, upon this foim of the complaint 
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GAMING AND GAMING HOUSES. 

Gaming, taken in any light, is an offence of the most alarmmg 
nature, tending, by necessary consequence, to promote idleness, 
theft, and debauchery, among the lower class. In the higher 
ranks of society, it has frequendy been attended with the sudden 
ruin and desolation of the best families ; an abandoned prostitu- 
tion of every principle of honor and virtue, and too often hath 
ended in self murder.''^ It is a passion to which every valuable 
consideration is made a sacrifice, and which, as Mr. Jusdce 
Blackstone observes, the English seem to have inherited from 
their German ancestors, who were infatuated with the spirit of 
gammg to a most exorbitant degree ; and with such a mad desire 
for winning or losing, that when stript of every thing else, they 
would stake their liberty and their very persons ; and the loser 
sufier himself to be bound and sold, and go into voluntary slavery.f 

To restrain this pernicious practice, a great number of English 
statutes have been enacted from the dme of Henry VUI. to the 
reign of George 11. In Massachusetts we have two statutes, now 
in force, for the prevention and punishment of this shameful and 
degrading vice ; one to prevent gaming for money &c. ;{ die 
other with a similar tide, but embracing also certain provisions for 
the suppression of gaming houses.^ Both these statutes require 
revision. The penalties created by them are too inconsiderable 
and trifling to aflbrd any security or protection to the public mor- 
als. They are, accordingly, constantly evaded or disregarded ; 
and the mischief wiU continue, until the punishment is altered 
from a trifling pecuniary penal^", to one that is corporal, and in- 
famous. No reason can be assigned why the punishment should 
not be infamous. ^ He who steals your purse steals trash ; " but 
he is thereby subjected to an infamous punishment. Shall he be 
thought worthy of less punishment who steals your morals ; and 
with them every thing that can make life valuable and honorable ? 

* 4 Bla. Com. 171. f Id. Tadtus de mor. GenxL 24. 

t Stat 1T86, chap. 68. § Stat 1798, chap. 20. 



GAKmo AND GAMING HOUSES. 363 

The foDowmg forms of complaints are drawn upon the two 
statutes of this Commonwealth, before referred to. 

Far playing at Cards, at a House of Entertainment : On the 

Ftfth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, being a person of ill name 
and fame, and of idle and dissolute habits, on the day of 

now last past, at B. in the county aforesaid, did play with 
cards at a certain unlawful game, called all-fours, with one E. F., 
in a certain tavern and house of entertainment, there situate and 
kept by one 6. H. ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided.* Wherefore 8ec. 

For winning Money by Oaming : On the Third Section of the 

Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, being a person of ill name 
and fame, and of idle and dissolute habits, on the day of 

at B. in the county aforesaid, did play with cards, at a 
certain unlawful game, called all-fours, with one E. F. ; and that 
the said C. D., by playing at the said unlawful game with the 
said E. F., did then and mere unlawfully win of the said E. F., 
at one time and sitting, and by gaming as aforesaid, more than 
the sum of three dollars and diirty-three cents in money, to wit, 
the sum of ten dollars, at the said same of all-fours ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &slc. 

For keeping a common Gaming House for Billiards : On the 
First Section of the Statute of June 27, 1798. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S.,. yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, being a person of ill name, 
and of idle and dissolute habits and manners, on the day of 

now last past, and on divers other days and times, be- 
tween that day and the day of exhibiting this complaint, at B. in 
the county aforesaid, he the said C. D. being then and there, and 
during all the time aforesaid, an innholder and tavern-keeper in 

* This form will answer for all the other unlawful §;unes, mentioned hi the 
section upon which it is drawn. 
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the said town of B., did unlawfiilly keep, and sufer to be kept, a 
table for the purpose of playiog at a certain unlawful game, called 
biUiards, in a certain house £ere situate, belonging U> him the 
said C. D., and by him occupied and improved, for the purpose 
of lucre and gain ; and on the said days and times, there, did 
wittingly and willingly suffer and allow divers idle and evil dis- 
posed persons to play therein at the said unlawful game of billr 
lards, and on the d^sand times aforesaid did unlawiuUy, witting- 
ly, and willingly su^r and allow the said idle and evil di^sed 
persons to be and remain therein, playing and gaming at the said 
unlawful game, called billiards, for divers large and excessive 
sums of money ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and provid* 
ed. Wherefore &c. 

Far keeping a private Billiard Table for Hire fyc, : On the 

Second Section of the StaiuUj* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, being a person of ill name 
and fame, and of idle and dissolute habits ana manners, on the 
day of now last past, and on divers other days and 

times, between that day and the day of the exhibiting of this 
complaint, at B. in the county aforesaid, (the said C. JD. being 
then and there a person not Ucensed as an innholder, taverner, 
victualler, or retailer of spirituous liquors,) did keep and suffer to 
be kept in a certain house and building there situate, and by him 
actually occupied and improved, a certain table, for the purpose 
of playing at an unlawful game, called billiards, for hire, gain, and 
reward ; and did then and there, and on the days and times afore- 
said, for hire, gain, and reward, there allow and suffer divers idle 
and evil disposed persons to resort to the same, for the purpose of 
playing at the said unlawful game, called billiards ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For playing at BiUiards : On the Third Section of the Staiu(e.f 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, being a person of idle and 
dissolute habits and morals, on the day of now last 

past, and on divers other days and times, both before and after, 
at B. in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully play at a certain 
unlawful game, caUed billiards, at a table, kept and made use of 

• 2 Mafl0. Laws, 826. f SUt 1786, chap. $6 ; Stat 1786, cfaap. 20. 
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ibr that purpose, by one E. F., (who was a person Dot licensed 

as an innDolder, tavern-keeper, victualler, or retailer of spirituous 
li(]|uoirs,) in a certain house and building there situate, by him the 
said E. F. actually occupied and improved ; which said table was 
then and there kept and maintained by him the said E. F., in the 
house and building aforesaid, for the purpose of playing at the 
said unlawful game, called billiards, and lor hire, gain, and re- 
ward ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore ixc. 



HOUSE OF CORRECTION. 

Houses of Correction have been established in England, by 
numerous statutes, many of the provisions of which, as to their 
regulation and government, are similar to those of this Common- 
wealth.* In Massachusetts, by stat. 1787, chap. 54, it is enacted, 
" that any justice of the peace (as well as the Court of Ses- 
sions) may send and commit unto the said house (of correction), 
to be kept and governed according to the rules and orders thereof, 
all rogues, vagabonds, and idle persons, going about in any town 
or place in the county, begging; or persons using any subtle 
craft, juggling, or unlawful games or plays, or feigning themselves 
to have knowledge in physiognomy, palmistry, or pretending that 
they can tell destinies or fortunes, or discover where lost or stolen 
goods may be found ; common pipers, fiddlers, runaways, stub- 
born servants or children, common drunkards, common night- 
walkers, pilferers, wanton and lascivious persons, in speech, con- 
duct, or behavior ; common raiiers or brawlers, such as neglect 
their callings and employments, mispend what they earn, and do 
not provide for themselves, or the support of their families, upon 
conviction of any of the offences or disorders aforesaid, complaint 
thereof having been made in writing ;" and by section sixth of the 
same statute, justices of the peace are authorized to send to the 
house of correction Africans or Negroes, who are not citizens of 

* 1 Chit. C. L. 656, RUey's Ed. 
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the United Stales, ytbo remam wiifam the slate far a laoger tme 
dum six montiis. 

Fortber provisioii, m additioD to this statute, was su b s e qu entl y 
made by statute 1797, chap. 62. That pan of it, which relates 
to the duty of justices of the peace, provides for tbe confinement, 
in the house of correction, of lunatics, and dangerous madmen, 
and is m the following words. '' Sec. 3. Be it furdier enacted, 
that when it shall be made to appear to any two justices, quorum 
unuif that any person, being within their coun^, is lunatic, and 
so furiously mad as to render it dangerous to the peace or safety 
of the people for such lunatic person to go at large, the said jus- 
tices AsH haye full power, by warrant under their hands and 
seals, to commit such perscHi to the bouse of oorrecdon, there to 
be detained, dll he or she be restored to [his] right mmd,or oth- 
erwise be delivered by due course of law." 

By another statute, 1802, chap. 22, further proviaon is made 
relative to the gpvemment and management of houses of correo- 
ti(Hi, and authorizing the Supreme Judicial Court and Court 
of Sesfflons, (now the Court of Common Pleas,) to sentence con- 
victs to imprisonment, either in the common gaol, or house of 
correction ; but this statute contains nothing in relaticm to the duty 
of justices of the peace. 

The last statute, upon the subject of rc^es, vagabonds, &c 
to be punished in the house of correction, was passed February 
lOtb, 1823, chapter 88, and contains new and important provis- 
ions relative to the office and duty of justices of the peace ; by 
the first and second sections of which it is enacted, " that when 
any person shall be accused of any of the oj^ces or disorders 
described in the act, entided ^ an act for the suppressing and 
punishing of rogues, vagabonds, common beggars, and other idle, 
disorderly, and lewd persons,' or shall, by virtue thereof, or of any 
other act in force within this Commonwealth, be liable to be 
committed to the house of correction in any county, or to the 
workhouse, which b now, or hereafter may be established in any 
town or city, complaint shaU be made in writbg, and under oath, 
to some justice of the peace in the county wherein such oflfence 
or disorder shall be committed, or to the Police Court of tbe city 
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of Boston, if the oflfence or disorder be therein committed ; and 
such justice, or court, shaU cause the party, so complained of, to 
be brought before him, by warrant or otherwise ; and if, upon a 
hearing and examination of the matter set forth in the complaint, 
the allegations therein shall be proved to be true, they may order, 
direct, and sentence the person or persons so convicted, to be 
committed to the house of correction, or work house, or house 
of industry, as the case may be, within the county, town, or city, 
there to be put to hard labor, accordbg to the rules and regula- 
tions which are, or may be lawfully established for the govern- 
ment of such houses, for a term not exceeding six months; and 
the party so committed shall be liable to all the restraints and 
penalties authorized by any of the acts aforesaid." '^ And any 
party, who shall be convicted and sentenced as aforesaid, may, 
if he or she deny the charges, and put him or herself upon trial, 
appeal to the next Court of Common Pleas within the same 
county, or if in the city of Boston, to the next Municipal Court 
therein, and have a trial by jury in due course of law, upon re- 
cognising, with sufficient surety or sureties, in the court where he 
or she shall be convicted, in such reasonable sum as shall be or- 
dered by such court, with condition, that he or she enter and 
prosecute said appeal, in like manner as other appeals from a 
justice of the peace, or the Police Court, are entered and prose- 
cuted ; and to abide the sentence of the court appealed to there- 
on, and in the mean time to keep the peace and be of the good 
behavior toward all the citizens of said Commonwealth \ and the 
commission of the like offence, before judgment or the appeal by 
the principal in such recognisance, shall be deemed and taken to 
be a breach of the conditions of the same recognisance." By 
the second section of this statute it is further enacted, ^' that if 
any person shall be found committing either of the offences or 
disorders enumerated in the acts herein referred to, in the public 
streets or roads, in the night time, any such person may be ap- 
prehended by any magistrate, constable, watchman, or by any 
citizen by order of any such officers, and kept in custody in any 
convenient place for the space of twenty-four hours, at or before 

33 
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the expiratioD of which time any such peraoo shall be carried 
before a justice of the peace, or the Police Court, as the case 
may be, and there proceeded against, as is provided m the forego- 
ing section, or discharged, as the said justice or court shall deter^ 
mine." By the third section of this act, provision is made for 
the discharge of such persons as are reformed ; and also, that if 
such person, so discharged, shall be convicted of a second of^ 
fence, the justice, or court before whom the second conviction 
shall be had, may sentence such person to hard labor in the house 
of correction or work house, or house of industry, for a term not 
exceeding one year, or to imprisonment in the common gaol ka 
a term not exceeding six months. By the fourth section of this 
act, all former laws, which are repugnant to, or inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are repealed. 

By die provisbns of this statute, the ofieoces and disorders, 
intended to be punished, must be proceeded with in the same 
manner as is required in other criminal prosecutions before i^ 
magistrate ; that is, the charge must be in writing, made under 
oath, the offence sufficiently and technically described ; the war- 
rant must have the formalities required in all other oases, and the 
record of the conviction, and all subsequent proceedings be the 
same as in other criminal csjms. The proceedmgg upon the 
former statutes have heretofore been summary; some of which 
have been declared, by the higher judicial authorities, to be un- 
constitutional ; and persons committed to the house cf correction 
without a compliance with the common and consdtutional requi- 
sites in a criminal prosecution, have been discharged upQnAa6ea« 
corpw. It is probable that this circumstance gave birth to the 
recent statute upon this subject. 

The following are forms of complaints for some of the oBBbb^ 
ces intended to be punished by the above mentioned statutes* 
Several of the offences, or ditorders^ therein described, are of 
so vague and indefinite a nature, that it might be difficult to frame 
such a charge or complaint upon them, as could be supported by 
the strict rules required to be adhered to in criminal accusations* 
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Complami againat a common Drunkard. 

A. B. of 8£C. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

in the county of laborer, at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, was and is a common drunkard, and on divers 
days and times between the day of now last past, 

and the day of exhibiting this complaint, at B. aforesaid, was 
drunk and intoxicated by the excessive use of spirituous liquor ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the several statutes in such cases made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

AgaHmti a etmuMn Piper and Fiddkr. 

A. B. of &c. upon his oath complains, that CD. of 
m the county aforesaid, laborer, was and is a common piper and 
fiddler, and that he the said C. D. at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, on divers days and times between the day of 

and the day of exhibiting this complaint, with a certain 
musical instrument, called a did make divers noises and 

disturbances, to the great injury, disturbance, and disquiet of di- 
vers good and peaceable citizens of said Commonwealth ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the several statutes in such cases made and provided. Where- 
fore &c. 

Againti a Vagabond and LUe Person. 

A. B. of &;c. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

in the comity of laborer, is, and for thhrty days last 

past has been, a vagabond and idle person, going about in the 
town of in the county aforesaid, from place to place, beg- 

ging ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the several statutes in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

Against a Person for Juggling^ or using any subtle Craft 

A. B. of be. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

in the county aforesaid, laborer, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid in the county aforesaid, was 
and is a person usmg a certain subtle craft, juggling, and unlawful 
games and plays, to wit, certain games and plays called and 

diat he the said C. D. on the said day of in the year 

aforesaid, at B. in the county aforesaid, and on divers odier days 
and times, betweoi that day and the day of exhibiting tbb com- 
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plaiDt, did subtly and craftily juggle, gamble, and play at the said 
unlawful game and play, called with divers persons to the 

said complainant unknown, for the purpose and widi intent to ob- 
tain the moneys and property of the said persons unknown, by 
craft, juggling, and unlawful games and plays ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

gainst a common Ntght Walker, 

A. B. of be. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

&c. [additUm] on the day now last past, at 

B. aforesaid, was and is a common night walker, and from the 
said day of to the day of the filing of this com- 

plaint, during divers nights within the time aforesaid, did walk 
and ramble in the streets and common highways in the said town 
of at unseasonable hours of said nights, without having 

any lawful business, and without any necessity therefor ; against 
good morals and good manners ; agsdnst the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contra^ to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

gainst a wanton and lascivious Person* 

A. B. of &c. upon his oath complams, that C. D. of 

in said county, laborer, on the day of now 

last past, and on divers oth^ days and times, between that day 
and the day of filing this complaint, was and is a wanton and 
lascivious person, and on the said days and times, at B. aforesaid, 
did utter certain lewd, indecent, wanton, and lascivious expres- 
sions, in the hearing and presence of divers good and worthy 
citizens of said Commonwealth, and did then and there wantonly 
and lasciviously expose to view the private parts of the body of 
him the said C. D., and did then and there, and on the days and 
times aforesaid, otherwise wantonly and lasciviously misbehave 
and conduct himself; against good morals and good manners; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the several statutes in such cases made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

Form of a Sentence to the House of Correction. 

At a Justice^s Court, held before me, A. B. Esq., &c. at 
on 8£c. — Be it remembered, that C, D. of 
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&EC. 18 brought before me the said justice, hj vutue of a war- 
rant duly issued, upon the complaint on oath of E. F. Sz;c. where- 
in the said E. F. charges the said C. D. [here insert the body of 
^the complaint^'] which complaint being read and heard by the said 
E. F., he the said E. F. is asked by me the said justice, whether 
he is guilty or not guilty, who saith that he is not guilty ; but af-^ 
ter hearing divers credible witnesses duly sworn to testify the 
whole truth, and fully hearing the defence of the said E. F. it 
appears to me the said justice, that he is guilty. — ^It is therefore 
considered and ordered by me the said justice, that the said E. F. 
be committed to the house of correction in B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, there to be put to hard labor, according to the 
rules and regulations established for the government of said house 
of correction, for the term of days. 



HOUSES OF ILL FAME, AND OTHER DISORDER- 

LY HOUSES. 

Keeping a house of ill fame, and encouraging suspicious and 
disorderly persons to resort thither, is an offence at common law, 
and punishable with fine and imprisonment.''^ Evidence of par- 
ticular instances of illicit intercourse may be given under the 
general charge ; it is not however necessary to prove who fre- 
quents the house, for that may be impossible ; and if any un- 
known persons are proved to be there, behaving in a disorderly 
manner, it is sufficient to support the charge, f 

It has been decided, that if a person be only a lodger, and 
make use of her room for disorderly purposes, she would be 
guUty of keeping a house of ill fame, as much as if she were the 
proprietor of the whole house.| And also, that a wife, as well 
as a husband, may be indicted for keeping a disorderly house ; 
because the charge does not respect the oumership^ but the dis" 
orderly management of the house.^ 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 74. f 1 T. R. 764. 

1 2 Lord Raym. U97 ; lSalk.882. §lSalk.884. 
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Form cf a Con^phint for keeping a Houte of HI Fame. 

A. B. of B.9 in die countj of S., jreoman, upon his oath oom- 

1>lainsythatC.D.of saidB., kborer,oDthe day of now 

ast past, and on divers odier days and times, between that day 
and the day of exhibitmg this complaint, at B. in the county 
aforesaid, did keep and maintain, and yet doth keep and main- 
tain a certain common, ill-governed, and disorderly house ; and 
in the said house, for hjs own lucre and gain, certain persons, as 
well men as women, to frequent and come together, then, and on 
the said other days and times, there unlawfully and willingly did 
cause and procure ; and the said men and women, m the said 
house, at unlawful times, as well in the night as in the day, then, 
and on die said other days and times, there to be and remain, 
drinking, whoring, and mbbehaving themselves, unlawfully and 
wilfully did permit, and still doth permit, to the great damage and 
common nuisance of all the peaceable citizens of the said Com- 
monwealth there residing, inhabiting, and passing, and against the 
peace and dignity of die Commonwealth aforesaid* Where- 
fore &c. 

For keeping a diiorderly House. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, and on divers other days and times, between diat 
day and me day of exhibiting this complaint, at B« in the county 
aforesaid, a certain common, ill-governed, and disorderly house 
unlawfully did keep and mabtain y and in the said bouse, for his 
own lucre and gain, certain evil disposed per^ns, as well men as 
women, of evil name, fame, and' conversation, to come together, 
on the days and times aforesaid, there unlawfully did cause and 
procure ; and the said perscMis, in the said house, at unlawful 
times, as well in the night as in the day, on the days and times 
aforesaid,^ there to be and remain, drinking, tipling, cursing, 
swearing, quarrelling, and otherwise misbehaving themselves, un- 
lawfully did permit and suffer ; to the great injury and common 
nuisance of all the peaceable cidzens of said Ccnnmonwealth 
there residing, inhabiting, and passing, and against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore Sec. 

See Nuisance, where these precedents are mserted a second 
Ume. 
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LARCENY AND ROBBERY- 

Larceny or theft is the most common offence which the cu- 
pidity or profligacy of mankind has tempted them to commit. 
It has been punished with more or less rigor by the Jewish, 
Roman, English, and American codes. It has been treated of 
with greai minuteness and at great length, by the modem English 
writers upon the law of crimes. In East's Pleas of the Crown, 
it occupies nearly two hundred and seventy pages of a quarto 
volume. And in a late compilation, or digest of the criminal 
law, by an English barrister of the name of Russell, it has been 
treated of at still greater length, and with great precision. 

Nothing more can here be attempted, than an outUne of the 
essential principles and material branches of the ofience. These, 
however, may be of use to those magistrates who cannot have 
convenient access to the voluminous and expensive works from 
which they are selected. This outline is drawn from the princi- 
ples and practice of the common law, and from the American 
decisions and statutes. 

It is to be observed, that this offence is, in its nature, intimate- 
ly connected with that of robbery, the one being included in the 
other ; and they are also blended together by the statute law ; 
which leads to a jomt consideration of them in several particu- 
lars.* 

Larceny is divided into two branches, simph and compound. 
The first is called inmple, because it is unaccompanied with any 
other atrocious circumstance ; the other is called compound, be- 
cause it includes in it the aggravation of taking from one's house 
or person.f The Engfish lawyers and judges have not agreed 
upon a precise definition of simple larceny. In Blackstone,( it 
19 said to be ^* the felonious taking and carrying away of the 
personal goods of another.'^ East has his definition, which is 
much more full, and though it may be more correct, it is more 
clumsily expressed.§ But accordii^ to all definitions of it, 

• 2 East, P. C. 562. ^ 4B\au Com. 239. t ^ 

§ 2 East, P. C. 658. 



364 LiRCENT. 

the following things are necessary to constitute the o&nce. 
1. There must be a taking. 2. There must be a carrying 
away. 3. This taking and carrying away must be with a jfeZo- 
nious intent. 4. It must be of the personal goods of another. 
5. Without the consent, or against the will of the owner. 

1. There must be an actual taking or severance of the thmg 
irom the possession of the owner ; for as every larceny includes 
a trespass, if the party be not guilty of a trespass in taking the 
goods, he cannot be guilty of a felony in carrying them away.* 
Thus if a man find goods, and convert them to his own use, 
this is no larceny ; and the same rule holds, where the party is 
intrusted with the goods for a specific purpose, so that he is in- 
vested with a temporary property in them ; but if he severs part 
of them for the purpose of taking, he destroys the privity of the 
bailment, and commits a new trespass, which makes his offence 
complete.f As if a load of goods, consisting of several packages, 
be delivered to a common carrier to be transported to a certain 
place, and he fraudulently take one of the packages and convert 
it to his own use before they arrive at the place of destination, it 
is felony. I 

In order to determine whether a particular or firaudulent ap- 
propriation of goods, intrusted to another, will amount to larceny, 
it will be often necessary to inquire whether the owner parted 
with the property in his goods, or only with the actual possession 
of them. Thus a servant who takes care of the goods of his 
master, a guest who has valuable property to use at an inn, have 
manifestly no interest in them, and may be said with propriety to 
take them.<^ If a tradesman intrusts goods to his servant to de- 
liver to his customer, and he appropriates them to himself; if a 
person, employed to drive a team to a certain place, drive to 
another place, and frudulendy take the whole load and convert it 
to his own use, it is felony in both cases ; for the property still 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 88, 8. 2 ; 2 East, P. C. 654. 
t Hawk. b. 1, c. 38, s. 2 & 4. 
I 4 M. R. 680, Commonwealth v. Brown. 
§ Hawk. b. 1, c 88, s. 6. 
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remuns in the constructive possession of the owner.* But 
though there must be a taking from the actual or constructive 
possession of the owner, it is not necessary that it should be done 
by the hand of the party accused ; for if he procured an inno- 
cent agent, as a child or lunatic, to take the property ; or if he 
obtained it from the sheriff by a replevin without color of title, 
and with a felonious design, he will himself be a principal offend- 
er.f In like manner, though the possession be delivered by the 
owner, yet if it be obtained by any fraud, it amounts to a tortious 
taking, as much as if the party had taken it without any delivery 
on the part of the owner.| Under some circumstances a man 
may be guilty of larceny in taking his own goods ; as if he steals 
them from a pawn-broker, or aiiy one to whom he has delivered 
and intrusted them, with intent to charge such person or bailee 
with the value.<^ 

2. There must be a carrying away. The least removal of a 
thing, from the place where it was before, is a sufficient asporta- 
tion, or carrying away, though it be not quite carried off. As the 
taking off the sheets from the bed, and carrying them into another 
apartment, by a guest, who was apprehended before he could 
get out of the house ; this was adjudged larceny. So also where 
a person, having taken a horse in a close with intent to steal it, 
was apprehended before he could get out of the close. || Such 
also was the case of him, who, intending to steal plate, took it 
out of the trunk where it was deposited, but was surprised before 
he could move it.ir So where the prisoner took up a parcel in a 
waggon, and carried it from one end of the waggon to the other, 
with intent to steal it, although it was never taken out of the car- 
riage, but he was seized in the fact, this was adjudged a sufficient 
asportation to constitute a felony.** The same rule is applicable 
to all cases where thieves have removed goods in a shop from 
the shelves to the floor, and are surprised in the act of packing 
them. 

* 1 Leach, 251 ; 4 M. R. 680 ; 8 M. R. 618, Commonwealdi o. Baldwin, 
t Hawk. b. 1, c. 38, s. 8. { 2 East, P. C. 664. 

§ 4 Bla. Com. 281 ; Fost 128, 124. || 2 East, P. C. 656. IT Id. 666. 
•• 2 East, P. C. 666. 
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But setting a package upright in the same place, when it was 
lying lengthwise, it not being entirely lifted off the spot; the 
taking of a purse out of the owner's pocket, to which it still con- 
tinued fastened by a string, or if, in struggling, the purse fall to 
the ground, the robber not having hold of it; these are cases in 
which it has been adjudged that there was not such a canying 
away of the property as to constitute larceny.* 

But a momentary possession, though lost again the same in- 
stant, the thing being found about the owner's person, is sufficient ; 
as was the case of him who snatched a diamond ear-ring, and 
tore it from the ear of a lady as she was coming out of the thea- 
tre, but the ear-ring fell into her hair, where it was found after 
she returned home ; it was the opinion of all the judges, that it be- 
ing in the possession of the prisoner for a moment, and by vio- 
lence separated from the lady's person, was sufficient, although 
he could not retain it, but probably lost it again the same instant.f 
If the thief once take possession of the thing, the oflfence is com- 
plete, though he afterwards return it. As if a robber, finding fit- 
tie in a purse which he had taken from the owner, restore it to 
him again, or let it fall in struggling, and never take it up again, 
but having once had possession of it.| 

3. The taking and carrying away must also be with a felonir 
ous irUenL If a servant takes his master's horse, without his 
knowledge, and brings him back again; if a neighbor takes 
another's plough, which is left in the field, and uses it upon his 
own land, and then returns it ; these are misdemeanors and tres- 
passes, but no felonies. The ordinary discovery of a felonious 
intent is where the party does it clandestinely ; or, being chai^d 
with the fact, denies it. But this is by no means the only crite- 
rion of criminality ; for in cases that may amount to larceny, the 
variety of circumstances are so great, that it is impossible to re- 
count them ; they must therefore be left to the consideration of 
the court and jury.^ 

* 2 East» P. C. 656 ; 1 Hale, 608 & 688. 

t 2 East, P. C. 557 ; 1 Leach, 360, Lapier's case. 

t 2 East, P. C. 567 ; 1 Hale, 688. $ 4 Bla. Com. 232. 
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No larceny will be committed, when the goods are taken on a 
claim of right, however unfounded ; as, if the owner of land takes 
cattle doing damage, though no real title exists, he will only be 
liable to an action.* But if there be no pretence or color of tide, 
and the property be obtained under a fraudulent legal process, the 
offence is thereby rather aggravated than reduced.f 

A finding and subsequent conversion of property will not 
amount to a felony. But if the goods are found in the place 
where they are usually suffered to lie, as a horse on a common ; 
or money in a place where, it clearly appeared, the thief knew 
the owner had concealed it, the takbg will be felonious. So if 
a parcel be left in a hackney coach, and the driver open it, 
not merely from curiosiQr, but with a view to appropriate a part 
of its contents to his own use, he will be guilty of felony. 

A person cannot be guilty of a felonious taking of property, 
who has the excuse either of insanity, ideocy, coverture, or in- 
fancy. Tenants in common, or joint-tenants oi a chattel, can- 
not be guilty of stealing the same from each other, because the 
property and possession is in both. But as has been shown, 
a man, under some circumstances, may be guilty of stealing his 
own goods from the person of another. So he may be an ac- 
cessary, after the fact, to such larceny, by harboring the thief, 
or assisting his escape. | 

A feme covert cannot commit larceny of her husband's goods 
from hb own possession, because in law they are considered 
as one person, and she has a kind of interest in them ; on which 
account not even a stranger can commit larceny of such, by the 
delivery of the wife, although he knew they were the husband's 

goods.^ 

Neidier can the wife commit larceny in the company of her 
husband, for it is deemed his coercion, and not her own voluntary 
act Yet if she do it in his absence, and by his mere com- 
mand, she is punishable as if she were sole. But the husband 
and wife may be indicted for a larceny committed in company 
of each other, and if the husband be convicted, the wife wiU 

• 1 Hale, 606, 607. fid. { 2 East, P. C. 668. § Id. 
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be acquitted ; but if the husband be acquitted, and it appear 
that the felony was by her own voluntary act, of wluch the hus- 
band had no knowledge, and in which he had no participation, 
she may be convicted.* 

The most difficult part of the subject consists in deciding at 
what time tlie felonious intent was conceived, in those cases 
where the defendant had the actual custody of the goods. But 
this point can only arise when he had not the property, but only 
the mere possession of the articles in question. For it is cer- 
tain, that if the property in effects be voluntarily parted with, what- 
ever false pretences were used to obtain it, no felony can have 
been committed.f Thus, if a horse-dealer deliver a horse to 
another on his promise immediately to pay for it, on which he 
rides off and does not return, this is no felony, for there was an 
actual sale completed.]: If a sale of goods is not completed, 
and the pretended purchaser absconds with them, and, from the 
first, his intention was to defraud, he is guilty of stealing.^ In 
numerous other cases of the same kind, the law is the same. 

In all cases where a voluntary delivery of the goods is the de- 
fence relied on, two questions arise. First, whether the proper- 
ty was parted with by the owner. Secondly, supposing it were 
not, whether the prisoner, at the time he obtained it, conceived a 
felonious design. In the following cases, the property being in 
the prosecutor, and the possession in the defendant, it depended 
on the original intent, whether the latter was guilty of a felony, 
or a mere breach of confidence. Thus, where a house was 
burning and a neighbour took off some of the goods, as if to save 
them from the flames, and afterwards converted them to his own 
use, it was held no felony, because the jury thought the original 
design honest. || On the other hand, where the defendant ob- 
tained a horse, under pretence of hiring it for a day, and imme- 
diately sold it, he was bolden guilty of felony, because the jury 
found that he acted with a felonious intent in making the con- 

* 1 Hale, 46 ; 2 East, P. C. 569 ; 1 M. R. 476, Commonwealth e. Trimmer 
1 1 Hale, 506. {1 Leach, 467. § 1 Leach, 92. || 1 Leach, 411. 
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tract.* So where a person hired a post-chaise for an indefinite 
length of time, and concerted it to his own use, he may be con- 
victed of larceny, if hia original intent were felonious.f And if 
com be sent to a miller to grind, and he takes a part of it, he 
will be guilty of felony, because there is a severance which con- 
stitutes a trespass, and a felonious conversion.]; 

4. The taking must be of the personal goods of another ; for 
if they are things real or savor of the realty, larceny, at the com- 
mon law, cannot be committed of them. And of things, also, 
that adhere to the freehold, as corn, grass, trees, and the like, or 
lead upon a house, no larceny can be committed by the rules of 
the common law. But if the thief severs them at one time, and 
comes again at another time, after they are so severed and turned 
into personalty, and takes them away, it is larceny ; and so it is, 
if the owner or any one else has severed them.§ 

Larceny cannot be committed of such animals as are wild 
and unreclaimed, such as deer, hares, beavers, &c. in a forest ; 
fish in an open river or pond, or wild fowls at their natural lib- 
erty ;|| but if they are reclaimed or confined, or killed for use, 
it is otherwise. As to those animals which do not serve for food, 
and which, therefore, the law considers of no intrinsic value, as 
dogs, and other creatures kept for whim or pleasure, though a 
man may mamtain a civil action for them, yet they are not of 
such estimation as that the stealing of them amounts to larceny .IT 

Larceny may be committed of the property of a person un- 
known, and an indictment will lie for stealing the property of a 
person unknown.** Stealing the shrowd or clothes from a grave, 
is also felony at common law.ft 

In addition to the foregoing principles of the common law, it is 
to be remembered, that with respect to what things, or species of 
personal property, larceny may be committed, every government 
has its own statute provisions. Accordingly, in England, there 
are a great number of statutes made for this purpose, enumerating 
the particular kinds of property which are the subjects of larceny* 

*1 Leach, 212. f W. 420. 1 1 RoL Abr. 78. 

§ 4 Bla. Com. 238 ; 1 Hale, P. C. 610. || 4 Bla. Com. 236 ; 1 Hale, 611. 

H 4 Bla. Com. 236. •* 1 Hale, 612. ft 4 Bla. Com. 286. 
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The statute of this Commonweakbi upon the same subject,* 
specifies all the articles and kinds of personal property wiuch can 
be the subject of larceny in this state* As every magistrate is 
probably in the possession of this statute, it will be wholly un- 
necessary to enumerate them in this place. As the several spe- 
cies of property mentioned b it, are what the legislature have 
thought it necessary to protect from depredation by a peculiar 
sanction, it follows that no other species of property, not mention- 
ed in the statute, can be the subject of larceny* 

5. The taking must be against the wili of the owner* But if 
the owner, in order to detect a number of men b the act of steal- 
ing, directs a servant to appear to encourage the design, and lead 
them on till the offence b complete, it is said that, so long as he 
did not bduce the original intent, but only provided for its dis- 
covery after it was formed, the criminality of thieves will not be 
destroyed*! In like manner, if a man is suspected of an inten- 
tion to steal, and another, to try (una, leaves property in his way, 
which he takes, he is guilty of larceny. And if, on thieves 
breakbg b to plunder a house, a servant, by desire of his master, 
lAow them where the plate or other valuable article is kept, 
which they remove, this circumstance will not affect the crime.| 

Compound or mixed larceny is such as has all the properties 
of the former, or simple larceny, but is accompanied with the ag- 
gravation of a taking from the house or other building mentioned 
in the statute^ or from the person. Larceny from the bouse or 
other building has a higher degree of guilt than simple larceny, 
and is deservedly punished with greater severity. Liarceny from 
the person is either by stealing privately , or openly loithout force 
and violence^ or by open and violent assault, which is robbery. 

The statute of this Commonwealth^ punishes larcenies com- 
mitted in dwelling-houses, and certain other buildings, and vessels 
lybg within the body of the county, b the following instances. 
1. Larcenies committed in the night time, by breaking and enter- 
ing any shop, ware-house, or office, not adjoining to, or occupied 

* Stat 1804, ch^>. 148. f % Chit C. L. 920 ; 2 Leach, 918. % Id. 922. 
§ Stat 1804, chap. 148. 
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With a dweUing-iiouse, or any ship or vessel lying within the body 
of a county. 2. For entering in the night time without breaking, 
or in the day time for breaking and entering any dwelling«bouse or 
out-house thereto adjoining, and occupied therewith, or any office, 
shop, ware-house, ship or vessel, the owner or other person being 
therein and put in fear. 3. For committing any larceny in the 
day time, in any dwelling-house, ship or vessel ; or for breaking and 
entering in the night time any chjurch, meeting-house, court-house, 
town-house, college, or academy, or other building erected for 
public uses, or any mill, malt-house, store, bam, or stable. 

The offence of privately stealing from a man's perscxi, as by 
picking his pocket without his knowledge, or as it is expressed in 
the statute, ^< privily and fraudulently," is the other species of 
compound larceny not amountmg to robbery, because not accom- 
panied with force and violence. Also, a larceny from the per- 
son, committed openly and violently, yet under circumstances not 
amounting to robbery, is another instance of compound larceny, 
recognised and punished by the statute. With respect to these 
two kinds of larceny from the person, it is said that any sort of 
secret or sudden taking from the person, without putting him in 
fear, and without terror or open violence, seems within the statute, 
though some small force be used by the thief to possess him- 
self of the property, provided there be no resistance by the ovmer 
or injury to his person, and the circumstances of the case show, 
that the thing was taken, not so much against, as without the con- 
sent of the owner.* The following are some of the cases prob- 
ably contemplated by the framers of the statute. Snatching the 
hat from the head of a person walking in the street ; snatching a 
bundle or umbrella, from the hands of a woman, and running away 
with it ; taking a person's watch out of his pocket while sleeping, 
by which the owner was waked &c. In all these cases a degree 
of force must have been used, but the taking was rather by means 
of the surprise or slight of hand, than by open violence and terror. 
And it is said that this species of larceny seems to form a middle 

* a East, P. C. 701, 702 ; 7 M. IL 242, Commonwealth o. Humphries. 
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case between privately stealing from the person, and a taking by 
open force and violence.* 

The following rules and principles of law are to be stricdy 
followed in drawing complaints for larceny. 1. As to the venue. 
As the property in the goods stolen always remains in the true own- 
er, unaltered by the tortious taking, every asportation or removal 
of it is, in law, a new ti'espass. Hence it follows that the venue 
may be laid in any county into which the goods are conveyed.f 
Stealing goods in any other of the United States, and bringing 
them into this state, is larceny in this state upon the same 
principle.| 2. As to the description of the property stolen. 
The kind of property stolen must be correcdy stated in the com- 
plaint. A complaint for stealing bank bills, if it merely describe 
them as such, is sufficient without setdng them forth.<^ A prom- 
issory note may be described as a promissory note for the pay- 
ment of money, or the sum for which it was given. || When the 
article stolen is cash, it should be averred to be ^' of the mon- 
eys ; " and although this may not be necessary^ it is conformable 
to ancient practice and precedents. The number of things stolen 
should also appear ; and where the things stolen are of different 
kinds, the quantity of each kind ought to be stated. The value 
of each article must also be expressed, that it may appear upon 
the record, whether the offence is cognizable by a justice of the 
peace, the Court of Common Pleas, or exclusively in the Su- 
preme Judicial Court. 3. The description of the owner. 
Wherever this is known, the property must be expressly laid in 
him. A special property in the goods stolen is sufficient for this 
purpose. A carrier, or person to whom goods are pawned or 
bailed, may be described as owner.lT So may a laundress who 
has them to wash. An innkeeper from whom the goods of his 
guest are stolen. Clodies iic. provided for children, may be 
described as belonging to them or to their fa^er.** When the 

• 2 Eaat, P. C. 702, 708 ; 1 Leach, 224, Baker's case, 
fl Hale, 607, 508; Hawk. b. 1, c. 83, s. 52; 1 Mass. Rep. 116; 2 do. 14; 
10 do. 154. 
t Id. Ibid. § 1 Mass. Rep. p. 386. || 1 Leach, 258, 518 ; 2 Leach, 1103. 
K 1 Hale, 512. «« 1 Leach, 463. 
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owner of the property cannot be ascertained, a complaint, alleg- 
ing the {Mt>perty to belong to certain persons unknown, will be 
good-~2 Hale 181 — and in all cases of larceny in dwelb'ng- 
houses and other buildings, the name of the owner of the prem- 
ises must be truly stated — 2 Hale 244— «nd numerous eases in 
I Leach. 



ROBBERY. 

RoBBBRT is a felonious taking of money or goods, to any 
value, from the person of another, or in his presence, against his 
will, by force and violence, or by other assault, and putting him 
in fear.* This definition, taken from East's Pleas of the Crown, 
is enlarged by addmg to the words, ^ or other assault,'' taken 
from our statute.f Some of the points relative to this offence 
have been before stated ; such as, What is a taking, of what 
goods, and with what intent, &;c. There are two material ques- 
tions remaining, as to the nature of thb offence. First, What is 
a taking from the person ? Secondly, What degree of violence or 
putting in fear is necessary ? 

As to the first, it is sufficient if the property be taken in the 
presence of the owner ; it need not be taken directly from his 
person, if the taking be accompanied with violence to his person, 
or putting him in fear.|j As where a robber assaults another, 
and takes away his horse standing by him ; or, having put him in 
fear, drives his cattle out of his pasture, in his presence, or takes 
up his purse, which he had in his firigEt thrown into a bush, or 
his hat, which had fallen fit)m his head..^ 

As to the second question, to wit, what violence or fear is 
necessary } if the robbery be committed, either by violence or 
by putting in fear, it is sufficient to constitute the offence ; and 
if either of these facts be laid in the indictment, it is enough. || 

* 2 Eaist, p. C. 707. f Stat 1804, chap. 148. X 2 East, P. C. 707. 

§ Id. ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 84, s. 5 ; 4 Bla. Com. 242. 

II 2 East, P. C. 708 ; 7 M. R. 242, Commonwealth v. Humphries. 
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As to the aert of violeoee necaaPMy to he proved, no sudden 
taking of a thing unawares bom the penoo, as by anetdung a 
bat from the head, is sufficient to constitute robbery ; hot there 
musi be sooie injury done to the person, or some grievous strug- 
gle for the possession of the property* There are numerous 
cases in the books, in which the law, as to the nature of the 
force and violence which constitute a robbery, has been explained 
and setded.— See 2 East's Pleas of the Crown, p. 709, 710, be. 
for these cases. 

Robbery may also be committed by putting in fear as well as 
by force. Yet it is not necessary that actual fear should be strict- 
ly and precisely proved, provided the property be taken widi 
such circumstances of violence, or terror, or threatening, by 
word or gesture, as would in common experience induce a man 
to part with it, from an apprehension of personal danger ; for the 
law wifl presume fear wh^e there appears a reasonable ground 
for it«* If a man liie knocked down without previous warning, 
aiid stripped of his property while senseless, he cannot be said to 
be put in fear, yet this would unquestionably be a robbery. So 
a odbrable gift, eictorted bf fear, aa with a drawn sword, is ob- 
taining the property through fear. Where a person assaulted a 
woman, with intent to commit a rape, and she, without any de- 
flGMUid from him, ofiered him moaey tt> deaisl) which be took, 
but continued his viglonc^ to efloct his original purpose, tilL he 
was interrupted by aeother person ; this was boldea to be rob- 
bery by a majcHity of the judges-f 

The precise uatMre of the fear is an ioquiiry move difficulty 
because no where defined by the writers on mminal law* The 
exact line in this case cannot be drawn, and has not been at- 
tempted. All that can be said upon it is, that, on the os« 
hand, this fear is not oonfined to bodily danger ; aod^ on the 
other, it must be of such a nature as in reason and oemmoii 
ex|)ei!ience is likely to induce, a man to part, with bis property 
against his will ; and to. deprive him of tbe power of tiK&xisr 

* 1 Hale, 538, 6S4 ; 4 Bb. Com. 248 ; 2 East, P. C. Ttl. 
t 2 Eut, P. C. 711, 712. 
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iDg it, through the mfluenoe of the terror impressed ; in which 
case, fear is considered to supply the place of force.^ There 
are a great number of particular cases referred to in East's Pleas 
of the Crown, and other writers, which have been decided in 
England ; the object of which is to show the nature of the fear 
which is necessary to constitute the offence of robbery* They 
are too numerous to be here inserted ; but they show the true 
nature of this fear. Of this description are the followmg. A 
person obtained money from another, by force of a threat to 
cany him before a magistrate and accuse him ot an unnatural 
crime ; this has been adjudged robbery.f Threatening to bring 
a mob, and bum down die prosecutor's house, if he did not give 
the prisoners money, which he did, under the influence of that 
threat, held robbety4 Where there is no force used, there 
must be an actual terror felt at the dme ; and it is not enough 
that the fear arise after the property is taken. For if a person 
privately steals money from another, and afterwards keeps it by 
putting him in fear, this is no robbery.^ 

Robbeiy has been a capital offence in this state, || until the 
passing of the statute of 1804, chap. 143, when the punishment 
was reduced to confinement to hard labor for life m the state 
prison. By a late statute, 1818, chap. 124, a robbery, when 
the ofiender is armed with a dangerous weapon, and the assault 
is made with intent to kill or maim the person assaulted, or when 
the robber being armed with a dangerous weapon, shall actually 
strike or wound the person assaulted and robbed, is punished with 
death. In a late case of the Commonwealth t^. Michael Mardn, 
17 M. R« 369, will be found a learned and important expositioii 
of this statute by Parker C. J. 

The following forms of complaints for larceny are drawn upon 
the several secdons of the statute of Massachusetts for the pun- 
ishment of larceny and robbery. 

For simple Larceny : On the First Section cfthe Statute, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S. yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the coun^ of laborer, on 

* 2 East, P. C. 713. f Id. 716. ^d. § 4 Bla. Com. 242. 

II 1 Mass. Laws, 226. 
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the day of now hsi put, with force and anus, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, one silver spoon, of the value 
of five dollars, of the goods and chattels of him the said A. B., 
then and there in the possesion of said A. B. being found, felo- 
niously did steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided.* Wberefixe &c. 

For breaking and entering a Shop in the JVtgh^, and eommitiing 
a Larceny herein : On the Fourth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the coun- 
ty aforesaid, the shop of him the said A. B. there situate, in the 
night time, did break and enter, and certain bank bills, amount- 
ing together to the sum of one hundred dollars, and of the value 
of one hundred dollars, and [here intert all the articles stolen^ 
alleging the kind, number, ana value of each,"] of the goods and 
chattels of the said A. B. then and there in the shop aforesaid 
being found, feloniously did steal, take, and carry away ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to die form of 
the statute in such case made and provided.f Wherefore be. 

For breaking and entering a Vessel in the JNight TKme and com- 
mitting a Larceny therein : On the Fourth Section of the 
Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., mariner, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, a certain vessel of him the said A. B., called the Sally 
of Boston, within the body of the said county of S., then and there 
lying and being, in the night time, did break and enter, and one 
trunk of the vsJue of five dollars, and [here state the kind and 

* In complaints for tteafing any of the articles mentioned in this section of (he 
statute, the description of the article must follow the precise words of the statute ; 
as, *' a promisory note for the payment of money given for the sum of $ /' *' a 
certain deed and writing, containing a conveyance of lands,** &c. If the article 
stolen be money, say, " sundry pieces of sOver coin, current within this Com- 
monwealth, amounting together to the sum of five dollars, of the moneys of him 
the said A. B.** 

t The same form is to he adopted for a larceny in a ware-house, or office, not 
adjoining to, or occupied with a dwelling-house. 
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value ofetuhariide,'] in the trunk aforesaid then and there con- 
tained, and in the vessel aforesaid then and there being found, 
feloniously did steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided.^ Wherefore &z;c. 

Far entering a DweUing-House in the jMtght Time, toithout 
breakingy the Owner being therein^ and put in fear : On the 
Fifth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the coun- 
ty aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him the said A. B. there sit- 
uate, in tl)e night time did enter, without breaking the same, he 
the said A. B., his wife, and divers others of his family, in the 
dwelling-house aforesaid, and in the peace of the said Common- 
wealth, then and there being, and in bodily fear and danger of 
his and their lives, by him the said C. D. being then and there 
feloniously put ; against the peace of said Cammonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and provid- 
ed. Wherefore 8ic. 

For breaking and eniereng a DweUing-House in the Day Time^ 
the Owner being Aerein, and put in fear : On the Fifth Sec- 
tion of the Statute. 

A. B. of B, in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C* D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of him the 
said A. B., there situate, m the day time did break and enter, he 
the said A. B., his wife, and divers others of his family, in the 
dwelling-house aforesaid, and in the peace of said Common- 
ivealth then and there being, and in bodily fear and danger of his 
and their lives, by the said C. D. being then and there felonious- 
ly put ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to' the form of the statute in such cases made and provided. 
Wherefore be. 

* If &ere are more ttian one owner of the vessel, the names of all of them 
must be inserted in the complaint ; and if the property stolen be a part of the 
cargo, and owned by several persons, the name of each owner of the property 
must be truly inserted. In all cases of this kind, the allegations of ownership 
must be according to the &ct. 
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For breaking and entering an ChU-JSouse^ a^aining a DweUing- 
Home Sfc^in the Day Time, the Owner bei$ig therein^ and put 
in fear: On the Fifth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaud, m the county 
aforesaid, a certain out-^iouse, called a wood-bouse, adjoining to 
and occupied with the dwelling-house of him the said A. JB., there 
situate, in the day time did break and enter, he the said A. B., 
bis wife, and divers others of his family in the said dwelling-house, 
and in tlie peace of the said Commonwealth, then and there being, 
and in bodily fear and danger of his and their lives, by the said 
C. D. being then and there feloniously put; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided.* wherefore &c. 

For committing a Larceny in the Day Time^ in a DweHing- 
House : On the Sixth Section of the Statute, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, two sheets of the value of six dollars, one surtout-coat 
of the value of ten dollars, and one hat of the value of five dol- 
lars, of the goods and chattels of him the said A. B., then 
and there in the dwelling-house of him the said A. B. being, 
found, feloniously did steal, take, and carry away ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of tlie 
statute m such case made and provided.f Wherefore &c. 

t Similar fonaa are to be adopted for breaking and entering in the day time 
the other buildings, ships, or vessels, mentioned in this section, following the 
description of the buildings or yessels as in the statute. It wiU be remarked, 
that it is fiot neeeuary tfuxt any larceny thauid be tommiited in those buOd- 
logs or yessels, in order to bring the offence widihi this seotion, alAoogfa the ot' 
fence is there denominated afdony, 

* If the goods stolen belong to one person, and the dweUing-honse in which 
they are stolen belongs to another person, it must be so alleged in the complaint 
The same form as the last is to be adopted for larcenies in the other buildings, 
ships, or yessels, mentioned in this section, the allegation in the complaint being 
made conformable to the &ct 
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For breaking and entering a Meeting^Hotue in the Night TSmCj 
and committing a Larcenif therein : On the Sixth Section of 
the Statute. 

A. B. of B., m the county of S., yeoman, upon bis oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of now 
last pasty with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, the meeting-house of the first parish in said B., there 
situate, and erected mr public uses, to wit, for the public worship 
of God, in the night time did break and enter, and two silver 
cups, of the value of fifty dollars, of the goods and chattels of the 
first Church of Christ in the said town of B., then and there, in 
the meeting-house aforesaid, being found, feloniously did steal, 
take, and carry away ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute b such case made and 
provided.* Wherefore &c. 

For breaking and entering a Court-House in the Nighi THme, 
and committing a Larceny therein : On the Sixth Section of 
the Stutute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath conk- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the coun^ 
aforesaid,the court-houseof the said county of S., there situate, and 
erected for public uses, to wit, for holding the judicial courts in 
the said county of S., in the night time did break and enter, and 
[here insert the articles stolen^ and dUege the value of eachj'] of 
the goods and chattels of the said county of S., then and there, 
in the court-house aforesaid, being found, feloniously did steal, 
take, and carry away ; against the peace of said commonweahh, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in sueh case made and 
provided.f Wherefore &c. 

* If the property stolen belongs to the parish or to an individual, and not to 
the church, it must be so alleged in the complaint. 

f If &e larceny be committed in a <* town-house," it must be alleged to be 
the property of &e town in which it is situated, by its corporate name. If in 
a college or academy, the property must be aHeged to be in the coUege or acad- 
emy, by its corporate name, and they most be alleged to be buildings erected 
for public uses. 
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Far breaking and eatering a Stable in the Night Tme, and 
committing a Larceny therein : On the SixA Section of the 
Statute. 

A. B. of B., ia the county of S., innholder, ujKXf his oath com- 
plaios, that C. D. of. said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, the stable of him the said C. D., there situate, in the 
night time did break and enter, and one gelding of the value of 
one hundred dollars, one saddle of the value of ten dollars, and 
one bridle of the value of five dollars, of the coods and chattels 
of the said A. B., then and there, in the stable aforesaid, being 
found, feloniously did steal, take, and carry away ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contraiy to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

2^ same form is to be used^ when the larceny is committed in 
O'ny cf the other private buildingSj mentioned in this section of 
the statute, always describing the buOdings in the very words of 
the statute. 

For stealing from the Person, openly and violently : On the 

Eighth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, one silver watch with a steal 
chain, of the value of twenty dollars, of the goods and chattels 
of him the said A. B., then and there, openly and violently, ijx)m 
the person of him the said A. B., feloniously did steal, take, and 
carry away ; against the peace of the said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided. Wherefore &lc. 

For stealing from the Person, privily and fraudulently : On 

the Eighth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, sundry bank bills, amounting together to the sum of 
thirty dollars, and of the value of thuty dollars, and sundry pie- 
ces of silver coin, current by law and usage within this Common- 
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wealth, amounting together to the sum of five doUarSi and of the 
value of five dollars, of the goods, chattels, and moneys of him the 
said A. B., then and there, privily and fraudulendy, from the 
person of him the said A. B., feloniously did steal, take, and 
carry away ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided* 
Wherefore &c. 

For a second Convidion of Larceny : On the Third Section of 

the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, one mare of the value of fifty dollars, one saddle of 
the value of five dollars, and one bridle of the value of two dol- 
lars, of the goods and chattels of the said A. B., then and there 
in die possession of the said A. B. being found, feloniously did 
steal, take, and carry away ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. And the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, fur- 
ther complains, that heretofore, to wit, at the Supreme Judicial 
Court, begun and holden at in and for the county of 
on the Tuesday of in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred and the said C. D. was duly and 
legally convicted, for that he the said C. D. on with force 
and arms, at B. aforesaid, seventeen yards of linen clofh, of the 
value of five dollars, of the goods and chattels of one E. F., in 
his possession then and there being found, feloniously did steal, 
take, and carry away ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore 8ic. 

JIgainst an Accessary for receiving stolen Goods : On the Tenth 

Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B>, in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, one silver spoon, of the value of five dollars, [entone- 
rate the articles in the former convictioUj'] of the ^oods and chat- 
tels of one E. F., then and there in the possession of the said 
E. F. bebg found, feloniously did steal, take and carry away ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. And the 

36 
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said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, furcber complains, that 6. H. 
of said B., laborer, afterwards, to wit, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county- 
aforesaid, the goods and chattels aforesaid, so as aforesaid feloni- 
ously stolen, taken, and carried away, feloniously did receive and 
have, and did then and there aid in concealing Uie same, he the 
said G. H. then and there well knowing the said goods and chat- 
tels to have been feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to die 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore be. 

^aifut an Accessary f for harboring , concealing^ and matfUctm- 
ing ike principal Fdon : On the Tenth Section of the Stat^ 
ute. 

[State the offence against the principal felony as in the next 
preceding precedent^ and then proceed as foUotos.^ And the 
said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that 6. H. 
of said B., laWer, afterwards, to wit, on the day df 

now last past, with force and arms, at B« aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, the aforesaid C. D. did then and there knowingly har- 
bor, conceal, and maintain, in the larceny and felony aforesaid ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute m such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &c. 

Against an Accessary for a Misdemeanor, in receiving stolen 
Goods, the principal Feloti being unknoum : On the Seventh 
Section of the Statnte. 

Al B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, bemg a pej^n of evil name 
and fame, and a common buyer and receiver of stolen goods, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in Uie county aforesaid, one silver tankard, of the value 
of fifty dollars, of the goods and chattels of him the said A. B., 
by a certab evil disposed person, to the said A- B^et unknown, 
then lately before feloniously stolen of the said A. B., unlawfully, 
unjusdy, and for the sake of wicked gain, did receive and have, 
he the said C. D. then and there well knowmg the said goods 
and chattels to have been feloniously stolen ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided. Wherefore be. 
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Against an Accessary for a second Offence in receiving stolen 
Goodsy the principal Felon being unknoum : On the Twefth 
Section of the Staiuie, 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., upon his oath complains, 
that C. D. of said B., laborer, being a person of evil name and 
fame, and a common buyer and receiver of stolen coods, on the 
day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, one silver tankard, of the value 
of fifty dollars, of the goods and chattels of him the said A. B., 
by a certain evil disposed person, to the said A. B. yet unknown, 
then lately before feloniously stolen of him the said A. B., un- 
lawfully, unjusdy, and for the sake of wicked gain, did receive 
and have, he the said C. D. then and there well knowing the said 
goods and chattels to have been febniously stolen ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. And the said A. B., 
upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that heretofore, to wit, 
at the Supreme Judicial Court, begun and holden at with- 

in and for the county of on the Tuesday of 

in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
the said C. D. was duly and legally convicted, for that he the 
said C. D. on with force and arms, at seventeen 

yards of linen cloth, of the value of five dollars, of the goods 
and chattels of one E. F., by a certain evil disposed person, to 
the said E. F. then unknown, then lately before feloniously stolen 
of him the said E. F., unlawfully, unjustly, and for the sake of 
wicked gain, did receive and have, he the said C. D. then and 
there well knowing the said seventeen yards of linen cloth to 
have been feloniously stolen as aforesaid ; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore be. 

The foregomg precedents, drawn upon the different sections 
of the statute for the punishment of larceny, embrace all the 
cases which ordinarily occur, and (together with the notes,) will 
form a sufficient guide to the magistrate in most, if not all the 
prosecutions for which the statute makes provision. Several oth- 
er sections of this statute, directing the proceedings of the prose- 
cutor in obtaining a recompense for bis expenses, those of the 
officer relative to the seizure and security of the property alleged 
to be stolen, and the taking of the recognisance of the party 
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charged in such a sum as shall be double the amount or value of 
the money or goods charged to be stolen, for the ultimate benefit 
of the owner, require the attention of the magistrate, that he may 
give the necessary directions and advice relative to these pro- 
ceedbgs. 

With respect to the first, viz. the proceedings of the prosecu*' 
tor in obtaining a recompense for his expenses, the fourteenth 
section of the statute directs, " that in every case of a conviction 
of larceny, the justices of the court, before whom the conviction 
may be, shall have authority, at the prayer of the prosecutor 
therein, and at their discretion, to order for him a meet recom- 
pense, not exceeding his actual expenses, with a reasonable al- 
lowance for time and trouble in such prosecution, to be paid by 
the county treasurer." 

This allowance cannot be granted in any case unless there is a 
conviction. The Supreme Court of this state have usually al- 
lowed to prosecutors all the sums which they have necessarily 
advanced in pursuing and apprehending the o&nder, either by 
the prosecutor himself or those whom he may have employed for 
that purpose. The sum usually allowed for these services is two 
dollars per day for time and trouble, and all expenses reasonably 
charged and necessarily expended. Sums ofifered or paid by the 
prosecutor as a reward for apprehending the criminal are never 
allowed. The mode of obtaining the allowance is, for the prose- 
cutor to make out an account against the Commonwealth, in 
which he is to charge the expenses incurred and paid, mcluding 
hb charge for time and trouble, and make oath to it before a 
magistrate. It is then presented to the court, before which the 
conviction is had, for allowance, and if allowed, an order for die 
payment of it is transmitted to the county treasurer. All the pre- 
paratory steps for this purpose may, and with convenience can be 
taken before the magistrate who takes the examination, and com- 
mits or binds over the party for trial. As the assistance of the 
magistrate, in this service, is extra ofiicial, he is entided to a rea- 
sonable compensation for it. 

By the fifteenth section of the statute, it is made the du^ of 
the sheriff, or other officer employed in apprehending and arrest- 
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ing the person accused, to seize and secure the money or goods 
alleged to be stolen, whiclr shall be found in the possession of 
such accused person, or which shall be abandoned hj him in fly- 
ing from justice ; and to make an inventory or schedule of them, 
and to aimex the same to the return of such officer, upon the 
warrant ; and the statute makes such sheriff, or other officer, ac- 
countable for the money or goods thereby seized and secured. 
This provision is very proper and salutary, when, as is often the 
case, large quantities of valuable goods are seized by the officer, 
and kept in his possession until the conviction is obtained, in or- 
der that the owner may have them returned to him by an order 
of restitution from the court. This part of the officer's duty 
must necessarily be performed before the proceedings are com- 
pleted by the examining magistrate ; because the inventory to be 
made of the goods found upon the accused person, must form a 
part of the officer's return. This is very rarely done ; but the 
interest and security of the prosecutor requires that it should be 
attended to with particular care ; the waste, or possible loss of 
bis proper^, ought not to be added to his other injuries. If the 
property stolen be of such a nature as it may be difficult to iden- 
tify, such as bank notes, silver or gold coin, or other articles in 
which there is a perfect resemblance, such as a number of pairs 
of shoes, hats, and the like, special directions ought to be given 
to identify them by private marks, or by being kept in such a 
manner as that the officer, in whose custody they are retained, 
may be able to swear to their identity. 

The seventeenth and last section of the statute requires, that 
when a person, charged with the crime of larceny, or as an acr 
cessary therein, or as a receiver of stolen goods, shall be bailed, 
the recognisance for the appearance of such person shall be tak- 
en, with sufficient surety or sureties, in such sum as may be rea- 
sonably required for that purpose ; vnth a Jurtker additional suntj 
which shall be double the amount or value of the money, goods, 
or articles, charged to have been stolen or obtained by such lar- 
ceny ; in order that, if such recognisance be forfeited by default, 
the court, before whom judgment shall be rendered thereon, may 
order the amount or value of the money or other property, stolen 
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oi obtained as aforesaid, to be paid to tbe piooecalor out of tbe 
sum which may be collected upoo^ich recogmsaace. This 
provisioD was probably intended as one of tbe substitutes for the 
forfeiture of three-fold damages, as it was caDed, or treble the 
value of tbe proper^ stolen, to the owner thereof which made 
a part of the punishment of larceny by tbe former statute. 

The duty of the magistrate, in carrying into execution this di- 
rection of the present sUtute, is very important. It must have 
been heretofiH*e much, if not entirely neglected ; for no proceed- 
ings in relation to it are recollected, during twen^ years' official 
experience* Although the crime of larceny is usually commit* 
ted by a class of low and profligate people, who are unable to 
procure sureties upon a recognisance to any considerable amount, 
yet cases have often happened, and are well recollected, m which 
the unfortunate owner of the stolen property might have been at 
least in part indemnified from his losses and injuries, by carrying 
into e&ct tbe provisions of this section of the statute. It seems, 
however, to be the duQr of the justice in all ctuei of larceny^ 
when the accused party is to be ordered uvrecognise for his ap- 
pearance at court, to estimate the value of tbe properQr stolen, 
and to add double the amount or value thereof to the penalty of 
the recognisance for tbe appearance of the party, which penalty 
is to be in such a sum, independent of ike double a$nount or val- 
ue of the property stolen^ as may be reasonably required for that 
purpose. It ought to appear in the record of the justice's pro- 
cess what is the sum, or double amount, or value of the prop- 
erty stolen, for which the party is ordered to recognise, for the 
benefit of tbe prosecutor. As no practice upon this subject is 
recollected, it may be a question in what manner thb part of the 
order to recognise shall be made to appear upon the record of 
the process. The form of the recognisance will not admit of its 
being inserted in that document, the penalty of which must be ia 
a precisely stipulated sum, and taken and entered into to the 
Commonwealth. It must therefore appear in the order or sen- 
tence of the justice, a transcript of which he is to certify, and 
send up with the other papers in the process. In this sentence 
and order, he will state, that he has ordered the party to. recogr 
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nise, with sufficient surety or sureties, in such a sum, for his ap- 
pearance at court, to answer to the crime, and abide the order of 
court Sic., and also '' in the further additional sum of [stating the 
amotin/,] it being double the amount of the money, goods, or ar- 
ticles, charged to have been stolen by the said A. B. [the party 
acauedj'] amounting together to the sum of $ ," which is to 
be the sum at which the penalty of the recognisance is to be fix- 
ed, and for which it is to be taken. 

By this course of proceedmg, it will appear upon the record 
what part of the penalty of the recognisance belongs to the 
prosecutor, in case it should be forfeited and the amount of it 
collected, which may preclude the necessity (though not the 
right) of further inquiiy by the court. It certainly ought not to 
preclude the right ; for it is possible the justice may err in his 
judgment as to the value of stolen property, to the prejudice either 
of the prosecutor or the government, in which case the court 
must retain the power " to rectify the procedure." 

The following forms of complaints are drawn upon the stat- 
utes of this Commonwealth, of 1804, chap. 143, and of 1818, 
chap. 134. 

Far Robbery : On the Statute of 1804, Chapter 143. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the coun- 
ty aforesaid, in and upon him the said A. B., in the peace of 
said Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously did make 
an assault, and him the said A. B. in bodily fear and danger of 
his life then and there feloniously did put, and one gold watch, 
of the value of one hundred dollars, of the goods and chattels of 
him the said A. B., from the person and against the will of him 
the said A. B., then and there feloniously, and by force and vio- 
lence, did steal, rob, take, and carry away ; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contranr to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 
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gainst an Accessary to a Robbery before the FacU 

[Draw the complaint against the principal, according to the 
next preceding form, and then proceed.'] And the said A. B., 
upon his oath aforesaid, further conopkins, that E. F. of B., in 
the county aforesaid, laborer, before the committing of the feiony 
and robbery aforesaid, in manner and form aforesaid, to wit, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did feloniously and maliciously 
counsel, hire, and procure the said C. D. to do and commit the 
felony and robbery aforesaid, in manner and form aforesaid ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore be. 

For a capital Robbery , Prisoner being armed with a dangerous 
Weapon, with intent to kiU or maim : On the First Section of 
the Statute of 1818, Chapter 124. 

J. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that M. M., lately resident in Medford, m the county 
of Middlesex, laborer, on the day of now last past, 

with force aud arms, at Medford aforesaid, m the county afore- 
said, in and upon him the said J. B., in the peace of said Com- 
monwealth then and there being, febniously aid make an assault, 
and him the said J. B., in bodily fear and danger of his life, then 
and there feloniously &d put, and one gold watch with a gold 
chain and seal, of the value of one hundred and fifiy dollars, of 
the goods and chattels of him the said J. B., from the person, 
and against the will of him the said J. B., then and there feloni- 
ously, and by force and violence did steal, rob, take, and carry 
away, he the said M. M. being then and there, at the time of 
committing the assault and robbery aforesaid, armed with a dan- 

Serous weapon, to wit, with a pistol, with intent him the said 
. B. to kill and maim ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided.* Wherefore 8ic. 

* This form is taken from the indictment, in die cajse of flie Commonweaitfa 
V. liCichael Bfartin, upon which flie prisoner was convicted at the Supreme Ju- 
dicial Court, in Middlesex, October term, A. D. 1821, and afterwards executed. 
There is a learned exposition of this statute, ui that case, by Chief Justice Paiicer, 
upon the questions of law submitted by the prisoner's counsel. — 17 M. R. 869. 
This was the first case that was tried after the statute was passed. 



ROBBERY. 289 

For a capital Robbery y Prisoner being armed irith a dangerous 
Weapon^ and actually striking and wounding the Person as^ 
saulted and robbed: On the latter Clause of the First Section 
of the Statute 0/I8I8, Chapter 124, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 

1>Iains, that S. C. and G. C, both lately resident in B. aforesaid, 
aborers, on the day of now last past, with force and 
arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon one 
Ezra Haynes, in the peace of the said Commonwealth then and 
there being, feloniously did make an assault, and sundry pieces of 
silver coin, current within this Commonwealth by the laws and 
usages thereof, amounting together to the sum of twelve dollars, 
and of the value of twelve dollars, of the moneys and property of 
him the said Ezra Haynes, from the person, and against the will 
of him the said Ezra Haynes, then and there feloniously, and by 
force and violence did rob, steal, take, and carry away ; and that 
they the said S. C. and G. C. at the time of committing the as- 
sault and robbery aforesaid, were then and there armed with a 
certain dangerous weapon, made of iron, called a heading-tool, 
and being then and there so as aforesaid armed, they the said 
S. C. and G. C. with the dangerous weapon aforesaid, him the 
said Ezra Haynes, in and upon the face and head of him the 
said Ezra, then and there feloniously did actually strike and 
wound ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided.^ 
Wherefore &c. 



LEWDNESS AND LASCIVIOUS COHABITATION. 

Open, gross, and notorious lewdness is an offence, at com- 
mon law, against morality and religion, and punished as such.f 
This offence, together with that of lewd and lascivious cohabi- 
tation, is made punishable by a statute of this Commonwealth, 
passed soon after the establishment of its present government. 

* This fonn \b taken from the indictment in the case of the Commonwealth v, 
Clisby and Close, upon which they were convicted at the Supreme Judicial 
Court, November Term, A. D. 1821; in Suffolk, and afterwards executed. 

1 4 Bla. Com. 64 ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 5, s. 4. 
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The last section of this Statute* enacts, "that if any man and wo- 
man, either or both of whom being then married, shall lewdly 
and lasciviously associate and cohabit together ; or if any man 
or woman, married or unmarried, shall be guilty of open gross 
lewdness and lascivious behavior,'' they shall be punished &c« 

Prosecutions upon this statute are of very frequent occurrence 
in this state. The question most generally arising, in those for 
open gross lewdness and lascivious behavior, is, whether the facts 
amount to proof of open, gross lewdness, or whether the transac- 
tion was secret or private, so as not to come within the meaning 
of the statute. In the case of the Commonwealth v. Cat]in,f 
this was the only question, and by the unanimous opinion of the 
court, the evidence did not support the charge. 

In the case of the Commonwealth v. Calef,} which was a 
prosecution for lascivious cohabitation, there is a short exposidon 
of the statute relative to that offence. It was observed by the 
court, that '' by cohabitation must be understood a dwelling and 
living together, not a transient and single unlawful interview. 
The design of the statute, in this provi^on, was to prevent evil 
and indecent examples, tending to corrupt the public morab." 
It was admitted by the defendant b that case, that one criminal 
act had taken place ; but the court decided, that although that 
might be evidence to support a charge for adultery, it did not 
support the charge for lascivious cohabitation. 

Form of a Complaint for lewd and lascivious Cohabitation. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenQr, 
and from that day to the day of in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty-two, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, did lewdly and lasciviously associate and 
cohabit with one E. F. of said B., single woman, he the said 
C. D., during all the time aforesaid, being a married man, and 
havmg a lawful wife alive ; against the peace of said Conunon- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c. 

• Stat. 1784, chap. 40. f 1 Mass. Rep. 8. 1 10 Mass. Rep. 168. 
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For open gross Lewdness and lascivious Behavior, 

A. B. of B., ID the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, was guilty 
of open gross lewdness and laiscivious behavior, by openly, 
grossly, lewdly, and lasciviously lying on a bed with one E. F. 
of said B., smgle woman, for the space of four hours ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contraiy to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided. VElierefore &c. 



UBEL. 

There is no branch of the law which it is more difficult to re- 
duce to exact principles, or to compress within a small compass, 
than that which relates to libels. In addition to what tiie ancient 
treatises contain, volumes have lately been written upon this sub- 
ject,* in which the law of libels is clearly and amply stated. To 
these, and others which treat of this offence, the magistrate, who 
is desirous of obtaining a complete knowledge of it, must be re- 
ferred* The following remarks comprehend a mere outline of 
the features of which it is composed ; but will probably be a 
sufficient guide for all the purposes of originating and conducting 
a criminal prosecution by the magistrate, before whom and exami- 
nation may be taken. 

Lfibels, taken in their most extensive sense, signify any writings 
or pictures of an immoral tendency ; but in the sense in which 
they are now to be considered, " are malicious defamations of 
any person, and especially a magistrate, made public by either 
printing, writing, signs, or pictures, in order to provoke him to 
wrath, or expose him to public hatred, contempt, or ridicule." 
The direct tendency of these libels is the breach of the public 
peace, by stirring up the objects of them to revenge, and perhaps 
to bloodshed.f 

* Staride on Slander, and Holt upon Libels. 
1 4 Bla. Com. 150; Hawk. b. 1, c. 73, s. 1. 
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The most simple idea of a libel is, where the defamatory mat- 
ter is reduced into writing. But the exhibition of a picture, in- 
timating that, which in prmt would have been libellous, b equally 
criminal. So the fixmg of a gallows at a man's door, the burning 
of him in effigy, or the exhibiting of him in any ignominious man- 
ner, is indictable as a libel.* But mere opprobrious words, un- 
lesss they tend immediately to provoke a challenge, are not pun- 
ishable by a public prosecution.f 

What kind of defamation a libel must contain, is a subject of 
great difficulty and nicety ; and must generally depend upon the 
nature of each particular case. But in general it is not to be 
doubted, that all publications, subversive of religion and morality, 
and tending to inflame the passions by indecent language, are 
indictable at common law. Publications, the natural tendency of 
which is to excite sedition, to bring the constitution and govern- 
ment into contempt, are highly criminal. 

It is said that nothing can be clearer, than that truth is no 
justification of defamatory writings, as far as respects criminal 
prosecutions, for this reason, that the law subjects libellers to 
punishment, not as a mode of redress to the party libelled, but 
on account of the tendency which such libels have to occasion a 
breach of the peace.| And by the ancient common law, as 
officers of state have, at least, the same privileges with other 
persons, it follows, that to write truth, though ever so notorious, 
respecting them, which tends to *' blacken their reputation, and 
expose them to public hatred, contempt, or ridicule," is in itself 
a libel.§ But this principle of the common law has, in one in- 
stance, been qualified, or rather a new principle introduced, as 
resulting from the nature of our government and constitution, by 
the Supreme Judicial Court of this state. In the case of the 
Commonwealth v. Clapp,|| it was decided, " that when any man 
shall consent to be a candidate for a public office, conferred by 
the election of the people, he mUst be considered as putting his 
character in issue, so far as it respects his fitness and qualifica- 
tions for the office. And publications of the truth on this sub- 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 78, s. 2 ; 11 East; 227, f 3 Salk. 140 ; 2 Cunpb^ 142. , 

t BuU. N. P. 9. § 2 Chit. G. L. 867. || 4 M. R. 160. 
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ject, with the honest intention of informing the people, are not a 
libel. For it would be unreasonable to conclude, that the publi- 
cation of truths, which it is the interest of the people to know, 
should be an offence against their laws." 
' " And every man, holding a public elective office, may be 
considered as within this principle ; for as a re-election is the only 
way his constituents can manifest their approbation of his con- 
duct, it is to be presumed that he is consenting to a re-election, 
• if he does not disclaim it. For the same reason, the publication 
of falsehood and calumny against public officers, or candidates 
for public officers, is an ofience most dangerous to the people ; 
because they may be deceived, and reject the best citizens, and 
it may be, to the loss of their liberties." 

A greater latitude of observation is allowed on booksj than on 
characters. When a work is sent into the world, the author sub- 
jects it to a fair and impartial criticism. For this purpose the 
critic may employ ridicule, however poignant ; and is even al- 
lowed to attack the author himself, so far as he has mixed him- 
self up with the composition he has thought fit to publish. But 
the moment the critic travels from the book, to follow the writer 
into his private life, and leaves his works to attack his character, 
the criticism becomes libellous.* 

It is laid dawn generally by the older writers, that it is equally 
libellous to blacken the memory of the dead, as to detract from 
the reputation of the living.f This, however, can only be true 
when the writing has a tendency to create a breach of the peace, 
by inciting the friends and relatives of the deceased to revenge 
the insult offered to the family ; and for this reason it must be 
alleged in the proceedings, and proved on the trial, that the pub- 
lication was intended to create a breach of the peace, for the 
purpose of vindicating the deceased ; and also mtended to throw 
scandal and disgrace upon his family and descendants.} 

If the matter published be understood as scandalous, and 
calculated to excite ridicule or abhorrence against the party in- 
tended, it is libellous, however it may be expressed.^ Irony may 

• 1 Campb. 855. f Hawk. b. 1, c. 78, 0. 1. } 4 T. R. 126. 

§6 East, 468. 
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conrey imputations more efl^tuaUj than direct assertion ; as by 
hold'ing up the characters of public men to imitation, by praisbg 
them for qualities they are chai^d with wanting, and which fiom 
their situations they would not be expected to possess ; as if the 
libeller sets forth an illiterate general as a great scholar, he wJU 
be considered as imputing to him the want of the endowment as 
a disgrace** 

The initials being substituted for the name of the party libelled, 
will form no excuse to the writer, if his meaning be sufficientiy 
obvious to the reader ; for it would be absurd, if that whidi is 
sufficiendy plain to woric all the mischief of a malignant shiider, 
should be regarded as too obscure to be understood by jurors and 
judges-t 

Immoral publications and obscene ribaldry are ponishable ; 
because they tend to destroy the morality of public feeling, and 
to produce many of those crimes which require to be visited with 
severe penalties.} 

As to the publication of libels, as it regards both the composers 
and publishers of them, the following principles of law are taken 
from writers of approved authority. No allegation, however 
false, contained in articles of the peace, in answers to interroga- 
tories, in affidavits duly made, or in any other proceeding in a 
regular course of justice, will render the party indictable as a 
libeller ;<^ nor can any thmg be charged as libellous which is con- 
tained in a petition to the legislature, however it may a£^t indi- 
viduals. || The reason is, that courts of justice are the constitu- 
tional tribunals to which complaints should be preferred ; and to 
bring alleged wrongs under their notice, is to support, and not to 
break the peace. So no presentment of a grand jury can be 
libeUous. But where it appears, from the whole circumstances 
of the case, that the prosecutbn is commenced for the mere 
purpose of libelling, and without any intention to proceed 'in it, 
such an abuse and mockery of justice should not become a shel* 
ter for the guilt, which in reality they increase. IT 

• Hawk. b. 1, c 73, 8. 4. 1 2 Chit. C. L. 863. t 2 Stra. 788. 

§ Hawk. b. 1, c. 78, a. 8. || Id. IT Id. ; 1 Saimd. 181, n. 1. 
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^thout a publicatioD of some kind, the offence of libel is not 
complete, but the sending of a letter to the party himself, containing 
abusive language, is indictable, because it tends to provoke him 
to break the peace, in order to revenge the bsult he has thus re- 
ceived.* The person who writes a libel, dictated by another, 
and who has discretion to understand its nature — ^he who orig- 
inally procures it to be composed — he who actually composes it 
•—he who prints, or procures it to be printed — ^he who publishes, 
or causes it to be published — and all who asast in framing or dif- 
fusing it — are implicated in the guilt of the o&nce.f 

In the case of a libelbus letter, the prosecution may be main- 
tained, either in the county where it was vn*itten and put into the 
post office, or in that where it was delivered to the party to whom 
it was addressed.} It is proper to allege in the complaint, that 
the defendant composed, printed, and published the libel, because 
if it should appear that be did either, the chai^ will be sup- 
ported. 

The most important part of the complaint is the setting forth 
of the matter charged as libellous. The whole must be so ex- 
plained by inuendos as to show its import to be scandalous 
and criminal. An inuendo is an averment to explain the defen- 
dant's meaning, by reference to matter previously introduced in- 
to the proceedings. It is necessary only where the intent may 
be mistaken, or where it cannot be collected from the libel itself.^ 
The practice of overloading the record with inuendos, to ex- 
plain facts which need no explanation, has been recendy censured 
by a learned English judge,ll who observed, that it seemed to 
proceed on the supposition that the court had no discernment^ 
and the jury no understanding. The simple object of the inuen^ 
do is to reduce a natural to a legal certainty. It signifies no 
more than " that u," or " to wit^ that such a person means a 
particular person, or such a thing means a parUcular thing.lT 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 73, s. 11 ; 6 East, 464. 

t Hawk. b. 1, c. 78, s. 10 ; 1 Salk. 417— but see 8 Campb. 328. 

1 2 Chit. C. L. 872, and the authorities there cited. 

§ Cowp. 679, 688 ; 5 East, 468. 

II Loid EUenborough ; 2 Chit. C. L. 872. t Id. 
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It is very material to state, that the libel was '' of and conr 
ceming " the party intended. If the libel be in a foreign lan- 
guage, it is the practice to set it forth in the language in which it 
is written, and also to insert the translation.* It is not necessary 
to set forth the whole of the papers in which the libellous matter 
is contained ; but those parts may be selected, which are most 
clearly libellous. The libel ought to be set forth with all possi- 
ble correctness; for any variation in the sense, between the 
matter charged, and that proved, will be fatal.f 

Publishing an obscene book is punishable as a libel ;} and so 
is publishing, or exposbg to View, an obscene print. The party 
may proceed in a criminal prosecution against the author ; and 
he is not thereby precluded from obtaining redress by a civil ac- 
tion for the injury done to himself.*^ For further information 
concerning the law of libels, see Hawk. b. 1, c. 73. — 3 Bac. 
Abr. 491. -^Com. Digest, tide "libel/'— 3 Bla. Com. 125.— 
4 Bla. Com. 150. — Holt on Libels. — Starkie on Slander, and 
the case of The People v. Croswell, Johns. Rep., where will be 
found one of the best arguments, by Kent, C. J. now extant, 
either in this country or in England. 

Form of a Complaint for publishing a scandalous and libellous 
Letter y imputing the Crime of Theft to the Complainant.^ 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, 

being a person of an envious, evil, and wicked mind and disposi- 
tion, ana wickedly and malick)usly intending, as much as in him 
lay, to injure, valify, and ruin the good name, fame, and credit of 
the said A. B., and to brbg him into contempt, hatred, disgrace, 
and infamy, on at in the county aforesaid, a certain 

false, scandalous, and libellous writing against the said A. B., of 
and concerning him the said A. B., falsely, maliciously, and 
scandalously did frame and make ; and in the name of him the 
said C. D. did then and there write and publish, and cause to be 
written and published, in the form of a letter, directed to him the 
said A. B., the purport and effect of which said writing is as fol- 
lows, to wit : " To A. JB., scoundrel" [meaning the said A. B.] 

• 6 T. R. 162. 1 2 Chit. C. L. 875. 1 2 Stra. 788. 

§ 4 Bac. Abr. 483. || Crown Cir. Comp. 421. 
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'^ it may not be amiss to acquaint you^^^ [meaning him the said 
A. B.J " as the time draws near^ you" [meaning the said A. B.l 
" may oe prquiring yourself ^^ [again meaning the said A. B.J 
"ybr a trial for stealing the turkeys out of my " [meaning his 
the said C. D's] ^^yard^when /" [meaning himself the said 
C. D.] " hope to see you " [meaning the said A. B.l " wVig* a 
neck psalmy and perish according to law. SubscriSed C. D." 
[meaning himself the said C. D.] And that the said C. D., 
with intention to scandalize the said A. B., and to bring him into 
contempti infamy, and disgrace, the said false, scandalous, ma- 
licious, and libellous writing, so as aforesaid framed, written, and 
made, afterwards, to wit, on the said day of in the 

year aforesaid, at aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, to di- 

vers good citizens of the said Commonwealth did openly deliver, 
and caused to be delivered and published ; to the great scandal, 
infamy, and damage of him the said A. B., and against the 
peace and dignity of the. Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore &CC. 

For a lAbd on a private Individual. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S«, yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, being 
a person of an evil, wicked, and malicious disposition, and un- 
lawfully and maliciously devising and intending, as much as m 
him lay, to scandalize, vilify, and defame the said A. B., and to 
bring him into public scandal, infamy, and disgrace, and to injure, 
prejudice, and aggrieve him the said A. B., on the day of 
now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
unlawfuUy and maliciously did compose and publish, and cause 
and procure to be composed and published, a certain false, scan- 
dalous, malicious, and defamatory libel, of and concerning him 
the said A* B., containing thereb, among other things, the false, 
scandalous, msdicious, deiamatory, and libellous words and matter 
following, that is to say, [here insert and state the libellous matter 
with proper inuendos, and then proceed as follows ;] which said 
false, malicious, and defamatory libel, he the said C. D. after- 
wards, to wit, on the day of in the year aforesaid, 
at B. in the county aforesaid, unlawfully, wickedly, and malicious- 
ly did send, and cause to be sent to one E. F. in the form of a 
letter, addressed to the said E. F., and did thereby, &en and 
there, unlawfully, wickedly, and maliciously publish, and cause 
to be published, the aforesaid libel ; to the great damage, scandal, 
infamy, and disgrace of him the said A. B., and against the 
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peace and dignity of the CkNninoaweakfa aforesaid. Where- 
fore &c. 

For a Ubd on an Attorney^ contained in a Letter. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon bis oath com- 
plains, that on the day of &c. at B. in the county 
aforesaid, he being then one of the attomies of the Supreme 
Judicial Court of the said Commonwealth, had been and was, 
before the composing, writing, and publishing of the several false, 
scandalous, malicious, and defamatory libels hereinafter mention- 
ed, retained and employed by one £. F., in the way of his the 
said A. B's profession and business of an attorney, to write a 
letter to one G. H., demanding payment of a certain sum of 
money, to wit, the sum of fifty dollars, then due and owing from 
the said G. H. to the said E. F. ; and that the said G. H., late 
of in the county aforesaid, gentleman, being a person of 
an evil, wicked, and malicious mind and disposition, and unlaw- 
fully, wickedly, and maliciously devising and intending, as mpch 
as in him lay, to scandalize, vilify, and defame the said A. B., 
and to bring him into public scandal, infamy, and disgrace, and 
to injure, prejudice, and acgrieve him the said A. B., in his 
aforesaid busmess and profession of an attorney, on at 

aforesaid, of his great hatred, malice, and ill-will towards 
the said A. B., unlawfully and maliciously did compose and 
write a certain false, scandalous, malicious, and defamatory libel, 
of and concerning the said A. B., in his aforesaid profession and 
business, and of and concerning the said demand, so made by 
the said A* B. on the said G. H. as aforesaid, containing therein 
(amongst other things) the false, scandalous, malicious, defama- 
tory, and libellous words and matter following, of and concerning 
the said A. B., that is to say, " From our friendship " [meaning 
the friendship between the said G. H. and E. F.] ^'I [mean-* 
ing the said G. H.] " must own /" [meanins again the said 
G, H.] " did not expect a demand offyiydolUirs from apett^ 
fogging rascal of an attorney^ a Mr. A. J^., [meaning the said 
A. n.^ and that he was a pettyfogging rascal of an attorney,] 
*^ who has been in and out of prison ml Ms " [meaning the said 
A. B's] " Itfe-time ; " which said false, scandalous, malicious, and 
defamatory libel, he the said G. H. afterwards, to wit, on the 

day of in the year aforesaid, at B, in the county 

aforesaid, unlawfully and maliciously did send, and cause to be 
sent to the said E. F., in the form of a letter, addressed to the 
said E. F.y and thereby, then and there, unlawfully and malicious- 
ly did publish and cause to be published the aforesaid libel ; to 
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the great damage, scandal, and disgrace of him the said A. B., 
and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth afore* 
said. Wherefore Sic. 

Far a lAbd^ by hanging the Complainani in Effigy. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county of yeoman, being 
a person of a wicked and malicious mind and disposition, ana 
unlawfully and maliciously devising and intending, as much as in 
him lay, to injure and valify the good name, fame, and reputation 
of him the said A. B., and to bring him into great contempt, in- 
famy, ridicule, and disgrace, on at did unlawfully and 
maliciously make, and cause to be made a certain gallows, and also 
a certain effigy and figure, intending to represeot the said A. B., 
and after.wards, to wit, on the s^me day and year aforesaid, at B. 
aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, unlawfully and maliciously 
erected and set up, and caused to be erected and set up the said 
gallows, in and upon a certain piece of ground near the public 
post-road and common highway there, and kept and continued, 
and caused and procured to be kept and continued the said gal- 
lows so there erected and set up as aforesaid, for the space of 
eight days then next following ; and during all that time, at B. in 
the county aforesaid, the said C. D. unlawfully and maliciously 
hung up and suspended, and kept hung up and suspended, and 
caused and procured to be hung up and suspended, and to be 
kept hung up and suspended the said effigy and figure, so intend- 
ed to represent the said A. B. to and upon the said gallows, and 
kept and continued, and caused and procured to be kept and 
continued the said effigy and figure, intending to represent the 
said A. B. as aforesaid, so hung up and suspended as aforesaid, 
for the said space of eight days, and during the said eight days 
respectively, then and there unlawfully and maliciously published 
and exposed the said gallows, with the said effigy and figure, so 
intended to represent the said A. B. as aforesaid, thereto sus- 
pended, to the sight and view of divers and all the citizens of said 
Commonwealth, passing and repassing in the public road and 
common highway aforesaid ; to the great damage, infamy, and 
disgrace of him the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity 
of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For a lAbd on the Memory of a Person who was dead.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of B. in the county aforesaid, yeoman, being 

MT. R. 126; 2 Chit C. L. 914— note k. 
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a person of a wicked, revengeful, and malicious disposidon, and 
maticiously contriving and intenduig to injure, defame, vilify, and 
disgrace the memory, reputation, and character of one E. F. 
then deceased, and to bring the family, relations, and descendants 
of the said E. F. into great scandal, contempt, and infamy, and 
to cause it to be believed that the said E. F., in his life-time, 
was a person of a vicious and depraved mind and disposition, 
and destitute of filial duty and affection and of vicious sentiments 
and inclinations, and that the said E. F. led a wicked and prof- 
ligate course of life, wickedly, unlawfully, and maliciously did 
|)rint and publish, and cause and procure to be printed and pub- 
ished, in a certain newspaper, called " The World,*' a certain 
false, scandalous, and malicious libel of and concembg the said 
E. F. [here Met forth the libdy with proper inuendos ;] to the 
great scandal and disgrace of the memory, reputation, and char- 
acter of the said E. F., and against the peace and digni^ of the 
Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

Form of a Complaint for pMishing an obscene Print. 

A. B. of &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

be., being an evil disposed person, -and devising, con- 
triving, and intending the morals, as well of vouth as of other 
good citizens of this Commonwealth, to debauch and corrupt, on 
the day of at in the county aforesaid, unlaw- 

fully, wickedly, maliciously, and scandalously did utter and pub- 
lish to one E. F., a* cidzen of said Commonwealth, a certain 
lewd, wicked, scandalous, and obscene print on paper, represent- 
ing a man in an indecent and obscene posture with a woman, to 
wit, in the act and posture of carnal copulation,* and which said 
lewd, wicked, scandalous, and obscene print, was contained in a 
certain printed book, entitled " Memoirs of a Woman of Pleas- 
ure ; " to the manifest corruption and subversion of the morals 
and manners of youth, to the evil and pernicious example of all 
others in like case to offend, and against the peace and dignity of 
the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

* The indictmeat from which this form is taken, and upon which judgment 
was rendered in the Supreme Court of MassachuBetts, (17 Mass. Rep. 336, 
Commonwealth e. Hohnes,) did not allege what the obscene posture was ; and 
it was considered not to be neceesaiy— perhaps, however, strict technical accu- 
lacy may require it. 
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I 

MAINTENANCE. 

i 

Maintenance is an offeDce that bears a near relation to com- 
mon barratry ; and is an officious intermeddling in a suit that no 
way belongs to one, by maintaining or assisting either party with 
money or otherwise, to prosecute or defend it.* It is an offence 
against public justice ; as it keeps alive strife and contention, and 
perverts the remedial process of the law to an engine of oppres- 
sion. By the Roman law it was considered as an infamous crime 
to enter into any confederacy, or do any act to support another's 
lawsuit by money, witnesses, or patronage. A man may, howev- 
er, maintain the suit of a near kinsman, servant, or poor neigh- 
bour, out of charity or compassion, with impunity .f Maintenance 
is an offence at common law, of which the statute of 32 Henry 
Vni. c. 9, is only in affirmance.| 

The buying up of disputed or pretended tides to real estate by 
a stranger, when the grantor is not seised, is an offence at law, 
and a species of maintenance.^ The following remarks of Ch. 
Just. Parker, in the case of Swett b al. v. Poor b a].,|| are high- 
ly important, and deserve a place in every description of this of- 
fence. Speaking of the history of the transaction, (which was 
a case of purchasing a disputed or dormant tide,) he says, '^ it 
displays as gross an act of maintenance as was ever practised." 
And afterwards, '^ the bargain made by the plaintiffs undoubtedly 
constitutes the offence of maintenance, which is odious to the 
laws, and made punishable on indictment. It is an offence at 
common law ; and although instances of prosecution for it in this 
country may be rare, it is because the offence is rarely discover- 
ed, not because it is overlooked by our laws. The statute of 32 
Henry VIII. c. 9, against buying and selling pretended tides, is 
only in affirmance of the conmion law ; and there is no offence 
more deserving of animadversion. For if successfully practised, 
its tendency is to disturb the quiet of neighbourhoods, and pro- 

•4 Bla. Com. 184, Chr. Ed. ; 1 Hawk. P. C. 240. f H* 

1 11 M. R. 664, Swett ft al. «. Poor ft al. 
§lHaw1i.P. C.cSe; 7M.R.78; 6M.R.418. 
It 11 M. R. 668, 664. 
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duce distress to people, who, but for such mtermeddlers, would 
be left in the quiet eDJojment of their possessions.'' For other 
descriptions of this offence, see Hawk. b. 2, c. 83. — Com. Dig. 
".Maintenance."— Burns J. "Maintenance.''— WiDiams J. "Main- 
tenance." — i T. R. 340. — See also PrecedenU^ 2 Stark. 678. — 
Trem. P. C. 178.— Winch. 504, 638. — 4 Rast. Ent. 431. — 
Co. Ent. 364, 366. 

Farm of a Complaint far Maintenance of an Action of Debt. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of in the county aforesaid, yeoman, on 
the day of &;c. at B. aforesaid, in the county afore- 
said, did unjustly and unlawfully maintain and uphold a certain 
suit, which was then depending in the [here state the court in 
which the suit was pending^"] between E. F., plaintiff, and 6. H. 
defendant, in a plea of debt, on the behalf of the said E. F., 
against the said G. H., to the manifest hindrance and disturbance 
of justice ; to the great damage of him the said G. H., and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid* 
Wherefore &c. 

Far the Maintenance oj an Action of Ejectment. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 

and for the space of one year next following, at B. afore- 
said, in the county aforesaid, unlawfully and unjusdy maintained 
a certain action then pending in the Supreme Judicial Court of 
the said Commonwealth, between one E. F., plaintiff, and one 
G. H., defendant, of a plea of ejectment of a certain tract or 
parcel of land be. \here describe the premises demanded^"] on the 
behalf of the said E. F., and against the said 6. H., to the 
manifest hindrance and disturbance of justice ; to the great dam- 
age of him the said G. H., and against the peace and dignity of 
the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 
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MAUaOUS AND FRAUDULENT MISCHIEF. 

The offences falling within the description of malicious mis- 
chief are particularly provided against in the statute of this Com- 
monwealth, '^ providing for the punishment of incendiaries, and 
the perpetrators of other malicious mischief."* It is enacted by 
the fourth section of this statute, " that if any person shall wilful- 
ly and maliciously burn any stack of com, hay, grain, straw, corn- 
stalks, flax, fences, piles of wood, boards or other lumber ; or 
any soil, grass, trees, poles, or underwood of another ; and if any 
person shall wilfully and maliciously kill, maim, or disfigure any 
one or more of the horses, sheep, or catde of another," he shall 
be punished by solitary imprisonment and confinement to hard 
labor, or by fine and imprisonment, for the term, and to the 
amount, as specified in the statute. 

It is presumed that this statute, as regards these offences, is 
merely in affirmance of the common law, and that each of the 
offences therein enumerated, when committed wUjvily and ma^ 
lidously^ is punishable at common law. An offence of the same 
class and character has been punished in the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts, in several instances, as a common law offence. 
In the case of the Commonwealth v. Leach b al.,f which was 
an indictment in the Court of Sessions against the defendants, for 
poisoning a cow, the indictment was at common law, and the 
prosecudon sustained. 

Several other cases of a similar description, tried at nui priuiy 
and not reported, have been prosecuted at common law, and sus- 
tained in the Supreme Judicial Court of this state. Very little 
is to be collected upon this subject from the English authorities^ 
which has any applicaticHi to the practice in this ccuntry ; for al- 
though a great number of cases and offences are there to be 
found, they relate altogether to particular statutes which have no 
operation or authority with us.-^See ibr these, 2 East, P. C. 
1036, chap. 22. 

* Stat 1804, chap. 131. f 1 H. R. 69. 
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Form of a Cong^laint for burning a Quantity of Boards : On 

the Fourth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the counU" of S., yeoman^ upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said &., yeoman, being an evil disposed 
person, on with force and arm's, at a certain quan- 

tity or pile of boards, containing one thousand feet, of the value 
of ten dollars, of the property of him the said A. B., there lying 
and being, wilfully and maliciously did set fire to, bum, and con- 
sume ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided.* 
Wherefore &c. 

For vnlJuUy and maliciously maiming and disfiguring a Horse : 

On the Fourth Section of ike Statute. 

A. B of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said JB., yeoman, being an evH disposed 
person, on with force and arms, at aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, a certain geldmg of him the said A. B., of the 
value of one hundred dollars, did then and there wilfully and 
maliciously maim and disfigure, by wilfully and maliciously cut- 
ting off the ears of said gelding, and by wilfully and maliciously 
cutting and woundmg one of the legs of the said gelding, where- 
by he was greatly injured and rendered useless and of no value ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contratry to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided.f 

Manslaughter, See '^ Murder." 

* The same foim is applicable to all the other articles of property mentioned 
in the statute. 

t If this form be substantiaUy followed, it will answer for all the variety of ca- 
ses which may arise under diis branch of the statute ; in all which cases the 
manner of inflicting Uie injury, and of committing the mischief^ must be partic- 
ularly set forth in the complaint 

There are other animals, for the wilful and malicious destruction of which, a 
criminal prosecution may be maintained at common law, which are not compre- 
hended within the terms " horses, sheep, or cattle," as used in the statute ; such 
as hogs, poultry, &c. Prosecutions for the wilful and malicious destruction of these 
have been maintained, at common law, in tiie Supreme Court of this state. In 
these cases the complaint may be drawn conformable to the foregoing precedents, 
and conclude at common law ; that is, *< against the peace and dignity of the com- 
monwealth," instead of concluding *' contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided." For an eiposition of the English statute upon this 
subject, see 2 East, P. C. chap. 22, sec. 18, 19. 
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MARRIAGE— UNLAWFULLY SOLEMNIZED. 

Br a statute of this Commonwealth of 1786, chap. 3, it is 
enacted, " that if any justice or minister shall, otherwise than is 
expressly allowed and authorized by this act, join any persons in 
marriage, they shall severally forfeit and pay the sura of jyiy 
pounds ; two thirds thereof to and for the use of the county 
wherein the offence may be committed, and the residue to the 
prosecutor ;'' to be sued for and recovered by the county treasu- 
rer, or by the parent, guardian, or other person, under whose 
immediate care and government either of the parties was, at the 
time of such marriage, by a civil ac^on in the Court of Common 
Pleas ; and by a subsequent clause in the same section of the 
statute, it is further enacted, " that if any person whatever, not 
authorized and empowered to solemnize marriages by this act, 
shall join any persons in marriage, and be thereof convicted in 
the Supreme Judicial Court, upon presentment or indictment," 
he shall suffer the punishment inflicted by the statute.^ 

Form of a Complaint for solemnizing a Marriage witlumt any 
Authority therefor : On the last Clause of the Sixth Section 
of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., in the county aforesaid, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 

now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did 
unlawfully, knowingly, and wilfully join in marriage and solem- 
nize matrimony between E. F., late of fcc., and one G. H., 
then a single woman, he the said C. D. not being authorized and 

A few years ago, an elephant, which was exhibited in the county of York, was 
wilfuDy and maliciously shot and killed, by certain barbari Aif s of that county. 
An indictment for this offence was drawn, at common law, and presented to Uie 
grand jury. They did not find sufficient evidence to return it as a true bill ; but 
it was not doubted, that if the evidence had been sufficient, the indictment might 
have been maintained at common law. ^ 

* See an able and learned exposition of this statute, and of the nature and ob- 
jects of the marriage-contract, by Ch. Just. Parsons, in the case of the Inhabi- 
tants of Milford v. the Inhabitants of Worcester, 7 M. R. 48. 

39 
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empowered to solemnize marriages by virtue of the act of this 
CommoDwealth, entitled '' an act for the orderly solemnizaton of 
marriages ; " nor being authorized thereto, in any other manner, 
or by any other legal power and authority whatever ; i^Bst the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &£c 



MAYHEM. 

Mayhem, at common law, is the violently depriving another of 
the use of such of his members as may render him less able in 
fighting, either to attack his adversary, or to defend himself. 
The mere disfiguring, therefore, of the party injured, in such a 
way as not to afifect his strength or power of fighting, such as cut- 
ting off the ear, or slitting the nose, does not come within this 
definition.* But the cutting off of a limb, the disabling or 
weakening of a hand or finger, the striking out of an eye or fore 
tooth, or the depriving one of those parts, the loss of which, in all 
animals, abates their courage, is held to be mayhem.f 

By the ancient common law, the punishment of this o^nce 
wasmember for member, on the principle of the law of Moses; 
this practice has been long smce exploded, and the punishment 
has been fine and imprisonment, with the exception of one^Mzr- 
ticular species of mayhem*^ But several English statutes have 
more clearly defined and provided for the punishment. 

The statute of this Commonwealth, now in force, for the pun- 
ishment of felonious mayhem, was passed in the year eighteen 
hundred and five,§ and enacts, " that if any person, with set pur- 
pose and aforethought malice, or intention to mayhem or disfig- 
ure, shall unlawfully cut out or disable the tongue, put out an 
eye, cut off an ear, slit the nose, or cut off the nose or lip, or cut 
off or disable a limb or^member of any person, every such offen- 
der, and every person privy to the intent aforesaid, who shall be 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 56, s. 1, 2. f 4 Bla. Com. 206, 206. t W. 

§ Stat 1804, chap. 12S, sec. 4. 
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present, aiding and abetting in the commission of such ofience, 
or not being present, shall have counselled, hired, or procured 
the same to be done, shall be punished " by solitary imprison- 
ment and confinement to hard labor, or by imprisonment in the 
common gaol, for such term as the statute provides. 

Form of a Complaint for Mayhem^ by slitting the Nose: On the 
Fourth Section of the Statute of 1804, Chap. 123, Sec. 4. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, contriving and intending the said A. B. to maim and dis- 
figure, in and upon the said A. B., in the peace of said Common- 
wealth then and there being, with set purpose and aforethought mal- 
ice, and with intention him the said A. B. to maim and disfigure,un- 
lawfully and feloniously did make an assault ; and that the said 
C. D. with a certain iron bill, of the value of two cents, which he the 
said C. D. in his right hand then and there had and held, the 
nose of him the said A. B., with set purpose and aforethought 
malice, then and there unlawfully and feloniously did sL't, with 
intention the said A. B., in so doing, in manner aforesaid, to 
maim and disfigure ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute m such case made and 
provided.* Wherefore &c. 

* If there are more persons than one, <* present, aiding, and abetting, in the 
commission of the offence,'* the complaint may charge them all as principals. 
If they were not present, but accessaries before the &ct, ihey may be charged 
as such by setting forth the charge, as above, against the principals an^ then 
charging the accessary as in the preceding precedents in larceny Ujc, This 
form is taken from Cr. Cir. Comp. 435, and made conformable to this statute. 
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MURDER AND MANSLAUGHTER. 

Homicide, which is the kiUing of any human creature, is of 
three kinds ; justifiable, excusable, and felonious. The first has 
no share of guilt at all ; the second so little, that It is not punish- 
able ; but the third is the highest crime against the law of nature 
that man is capable of committing.* 

Justifiable homicide is where the act is done from an unavoid- 
able necessity, without any desire, inadvertence, or negligence in 
the party killing, and therefore without any shadow^of blame. As 
for instance, in the execution of public justice, to put a malefactor to 
death, who hath forfeited his life by the laws and verdict of his coun- 
try. This is an act of necessity and civil duty. In some cases, hom- 
icide is justifiable, either for the advancement of public justice, 
or for the prevention of some atrocious crime, which cannot oth- 
erwise be avoided. Where an officer, in the execution of his 
office, kills a person that assaults and resists him, this is justifiable 
homicide, for the advancement of justice. Homicide, commit- 
ted for the prevention of any forcible and atrocious crime, is 
justifiable by the law of nature, and by the common law ;f as if 
a person attempts a robbery or murder of another, or to break 
open, or set fire to a house in the night time. 

Excusable homicide is of two kinds, either by misadventure, 
or upon the principle of self-defence. By misadventure ; as 
where a person doing a lawful act, without any intention of inju- 
ry, unfortunately kills another. In self-defence ; as in cases where 
a man may protect himself from an assault, in the course of a 
sudden quarrel, by killing him who assaults him. But to excuse 
homicide, upon the plea of self-defence, it must appear that the 
slayer had no other possible means of escaping his assailant.^ 

Felonious homicide is the killing of a human creature of any 
age or sex, without justification or excuse, and is divided into 
murder and manslaughter. 

Wiliiil and deliberate murder is thus defined : " When a per- 

• 4 Bla. Com. 177, 178. 

t Id.; Puff. L. of N. 1. 2, c. 5. { 4 Bla. Com. 184. 
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SOD of sound memory and discretion unlawfuUy kiUetb any reason- 
able creature in being, under the peace of the Commonwealth, 
with malice aforethought, either express or implied."* The 
writers upon this crime have considered that the best way of ex- 
amining its nature is by explaining the several branches of this 
definition. 

Firstf it must be committed by a person of sound memory and 
discretion. A madman, lunatic, or infant, is mcapable of com- 
mitting this crime, unless in such cases where he shows a con- 
sciousness of doing wrong, and of course a discretion or discern- 
ment between good and evil.f When madness amounts to a 
total perversion or absence of the intellectual faculties, it is an 
excuse for an enormity which may be committed under its influ- 
ence. But where there is only such a partial derangement as 
leaves the party free to act or forbear in the particular case in 
quesuon ; or in the case of a lunatic, when he is guilty of the 
crime during a lucid interval, he will be equally liable to pun- 
ishment with those who are perfectly sane.^ But where the 
mind labors under such a delusion, that, though it discerns 
some objects clearly, it is totally deranged as to the object of its 
attack, the party will be entided to an acquittal. See the whole 
of this subject argued and explained in Hadley's case, 5th vol. 
Erskine's Speeches. The temporary absence of reason produc- 
ed by drunkenness, is not, in any case, an excuse for the acts or 
crimes which it may occasion or excite, but is rather an aggrava- 
tion of them.§ 

As to infants^ it is not ascertained with any precision at what 
age they shall be rendered responsible to the law. During the 
interval between seven and fourteen years, the infant is, prima 
faciej supposed to be destitute of criminal design ; but this pre- 
sumption diminishes as the age increases, and may be repelled 
by competent evidence of a vicious intention. || For tenderness 
in years will not excuse a maturity in crime ; the power of con- 

* 3 Inst 47 ; 4 Bla. Com. 195. f 4 Bla. Com. 1956. 

X 3 Inst. 6; 4 Bla. Com. 23. § Co. Lit. 247. 

II 1 Hale, 27 ; 4 Bla. Com. 28. 
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tracting guilt is measured rather by the strength of the delin- 
quent's understanding, than by days and years.* Thus children 
of thirteen, ten, and eight years of age have been executed for 
capital oflbnces, because they severally manifested a conscious^ 
ness of guilt, and a mischievous discretion.f In these cases, 
however, the evidence, that the offender was capable of com- 
mitting the crime, must be strong and clear, beyond all doubt 
and contradiction.]; 

Secondly. To constitute murder, there must be an actual kilr 
ling. But it is not necessary that death should be caused by di- 
rect violence. The following cases are mentbned, and have 
been decided, as coming within the meaning of this rule. A son 
carried his sick father, against his will, in an inclement season, 
from one town to another, in consequence of which he died ; a 
Woman left a new bom child in an orchard, covered only with 
leaves, in which situation it was killed by a kite ; parish officers 
removed a child from parish to parish till it perished for want of 
sustenance ; all these were adjudged guilty of murder.^ Other 
instances of cruel and brutal negligence are to be met with in all 
the writers upon the law of crimes, which are of the same nature, 
and have been adjudged to amount to murder. See ] East, 
P. C— 2 Chit. C. L.— 4 Bla. Com. &c., tide « Murder.'' If 
a physician gives a medicine to a patient with intent to cure him, 
which kills him, he will not be guilty of any criminal homicide. || 
A man cannot, in any case, be adjudged guilty of homicide, 
unless the death takes place within a year and a day after the 
injury is inflicted.lT And where the wound was adequate to the 
death, it will be no excuse to show, that had proper care been 
taken a recovery might have been effected. ** 

Thirdly. The party killed must be a reasonable being, alive, 
and in the peace of the Commonwealth. And therefore to take 
or administer a potion with a design to produce an abortion, is 
not murder at common law. But if the child be born alive and 

* 4 Bla. Com. 23. \\ Hale, 28 ; Fost 72. | 4 Bla. Com. 24. 

§ 1 Hale, 431 ; 2 Palm. 645. 

II 1 Hale, 429. — But see 6 M. R. p. 134, Commonwealth 9. Thompson. 
IT 4 Bla. Com. 197. •• 1 Hale, 428. 
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die by reason of the potion or bruises it received in the womb, it 
is said to be murder in those who administered or gave them.''^ 

Lastly. The killing must be committed loiih malice qfbre" 
thought. This is the great criterion which distinguishes murder 
from other killing; and especially from manslaughter, which 
comes nearest to it in guilt. It is, therefore, of great importance 
to ascertain in what this maUce con^sts. The legal import 
of this term is not confined to a particular animosity to the de- 
ceased, but extends to an evil design in general, a wicked and 
corrupt motive, an intention to do evil, the event of which is 
dangerous and fatal.f This malice is either express or implied. 
Express malice is when one with a deliberate mind and formed 
design kills another ; which design is evidenced by lying in wait, 
antecedent menaces, former grudges, and concerted schemes to do 
him some bodily harm.| This takes place in the case of delib- 
erate duelling, where both parties meet avowedly with intent to 
murder.^ If even upon a sudden provocation one beats another 
in a cruel and unusual manner, so that he dies, he is guilty of mur- 
der by express malice ; as when a park-keeper tied a boy to a 
horse's tail, and dragged him through the park ; when a master 
beat bis servant with an uron bar ; and a school-master stamped 
on the breast of his scholar ; so that each of the sufierers died. 
Instances of homicide, fix)m general malice, or depraved inclina- 
tion to mischief, fall where it may, are within the guilt of murder. 
If a person breaking an unruly horse, wilfully ride him among a 
crowd of persons, and death ensue from the viciousness of the 
animal ; if a man, knowing that people are passing along the 
street, throw a stone likely to do great bodily harm ; or shoot 
over the house or wall, with intent to do hurt to people, and one 
is thereby slain, it is murder on account of the previous malice, 
though not directed against any individual. And if in the prose- 

* 4 Bla. Com. 196 ; 1 Hawk. 80. f Fost 256 ; 1 Enfit, P. C. 216. 

X 1 Hale, P. C. 451 ; 4 Bla. Com. 199. 

§ In this countiy the practice of duelling will probably be exploded. For it 
is now principally confined to boys and coxcombs ; and if those who have any 
rank or consideration in sodety, engage in it, no other feelings are excited to- 
wards them, than those of scorn and contempt. 
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cution of any unlawful act, the party come with a resolution to 
resist all opposers ; as to commit a riot be., if death ensue upon 
such resistance, it will be murder.* 

The following summary, as to the instances of murder by mal- 
ice, is taken from 1 East, P. C. c. 5, s. 2. *^ The grosser in- 
[|tances of murder, where the depranty of the heart, or malice 
above mentioned, is apparent, form the first class under this 
head. 2. When an officer, or one who assists in the advance- 
ment of justice where he lawfully may, is killed in the regular 
discharge of his duty. 3. When a private man, lawfully inter- 
fering to prevent a breach of the peace, is opposed in such his 
endeavour, and is slain. 4. Where death happens incidentally 
in die prosecution of some other felony. 5. Where it happens 
from other unlawful acts, of which death was the probable con- 
sequence, done deliberately, and with intention of mischief, or 
great bodily harm to particulars, or of mischief indiscriminately, 
fall where it may, though the death ensue against, or beside the 
original intent of the party. 6. From deliberate duelling." 

In many cases, where no malice is expressed, the law vnU im- 
ply it; as where a man wilfully poisons another; in such a de- 
liberate act the law implies malice, though no particular enmity 
can be proved. And if a man kills another suddenly, without 
any, or without a considerable provocation, the law implies mal- 
ice ; for no person, unless of an abandoned heart, would be guil- 
ty of such an act, upon a slight or no apparent cause.f No 
afEront, by words or gestures only, is a sufficient provocation to 
extenuate such acts of violence as manifestly endanger another's 
life. If one shoots at A., and misses him, but kills B., this is 
murder, because of the previous felonious intent, which the law 
transfers from one to the other. And the same is the case, 
where one lays poison for one person, and another, against whom 
the prisoner had no malicious intent, takes it, and it kills him. 
It were endless to go tiirough all the cases of homicide, which 
have been adjudged malicious, either by express or implied nial- 
ice-t For these die teader is referred to 1 East, P. C. and to a 

* 1 East, P. C. c. 5, s. 18. f 4 Bla. Com. 200. { 4 Bla. Com. 201. 
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late treatise by Russell upon the law of crimes, title '* Homi- 
cide," « Murder," fac. 

Manslaughter is distinguished from murder in this, that it 
arises from the sudden heat of the passions ; murder from the 
wickedness of the heart. Manslaughter is therefore thus de- 
fined ; '' the unlawful killing of another without malice, either 
express or implied, which may be voluntary upon a sudden heat, 
or involuntary^ but in the commission of some unlawful act ; " 
and hence it follows, that in manslaughter there can be no acces- 
saries before the fact, because it must be done without premedi- 
tation.* As to the first, if upon a sudden quarrel two persons 
fight, and one of them kills the other^ this is manslaughter. So 
also, if a man be greatly provoked, as by pulling his nose, or 
other great indignity, (not offered by mere words or gestures 
only,) and immediately kills the aggressor, though this is not ex- 
cusable upon the ground of self-defence, neither is it murder, for 
there is no previous malice ; but it is manslaughter. f But in 
this and every other case of homicide upon provocation, if there 
be sufBcient time for passion to subside and rea^n to interpose, 
and the person provoked, afterwards kills the other, this is delib- 
erate revenge, and not heat of blood, and accordingly amounts to 
murder.J If a man finds another in the act of adultery with his 
wife, and kills him in the first transport of passion, he will be 
guilty of manslaughter only. But if, after time for reflection, he 
returns and takes his revenge, the law will regard it as murder. 
For no man, in a civilized state, has a right to visit personal in- 
juries with vengeance ; it is on this subjugation of the natural 
passions to the general good, that society itself, depends.^ 

As to the other branch of this ofience, viz. involuntary man- 
slaughter, it differs from homicide by misadventure in this, that 
misadventure always happens in consequence of a lawful act, but 
this species of manslaughter, in consequence of an unlawful one ; 
as if two persons play at an unlawful sport, and one kills the oth- 
er, it is manslaughter, because the original act was unlawful ; but 

* 1 Hale, 466 ; 4 Bla. Com. 190, 191. f Kelyne, 135 ; 4 Bla. Com. 191. 

X Foster, 296. § Foster, 296.— See post 827, diiectioiis as to form of 

complaint for manslaughter. 
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not murder, because the parties had no intention of doing each 
other any personal mischief.* So where a person does a lawful 
act, in an unlawful manner, and without due caution and circum- 
spection ; as where a workman throws down a stone or piece of 
timber into the street and kills a man. If this be done where 
few passengers pass, and he.gives notice to the people, it is mis- 
adventure only ; if it were in a populous town, where people are 
constantly passing, it is manslaughter, though he gives loud notice ; 
but if he knows of their passing, and gives no notice at all, it is 
murder ; for then it is malice against all mankind.f For the 
different species of homicide, and full and ample treatises upon 
them, see 1 East, P. C. c* 5. — ^Russell's Law of Crimes, title 
" Murder."— Hawk. P. C— Hale's do. fcc. 

The following precedents are selected principaUy from the 
English books, and are applicable to those cases of murder 
which have most firequently occurred in this section of the coun- 
try. 

Form of a Complaint for Murder, by shooting wiA a Pittoly by 

which the Party immediately died. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B. &c., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county of S. aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of 
the said Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilful- 
ly, and of his malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and that 
the said C. D. a certain pistol, of the value of two dollars, then 
and there charged with gunpowder and a leaden bullet, which 
said pistol he the said C. D. in his right hand then and there had 
and held, then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice 
aforethought, did discharge and shoot off, to, against, and upon 
the said E. F., and that the said C. D. with the leaden bullet 
aforesaid, out of the pistol aforesaid, then and there, by the force 
of the gunpowder aforesaid, by the said C. D. discharged and 
shot off as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, did strike, penetrate, and wound the said 
E. F. in and upon the right side of the belly of him the said E. F., 
near the right hip of him the said £. F., giving to him the said 

* 8 Inst. 66 ; 4 Bla. Com. 192. t Id. 
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£. F. then and there witti the leaden bullet aforesaid, so as afore- 
said discharged and shot out of the pistol aforesaid, by the said 
E. F. in and upon the right side of the belly of hira the said 
E. F., near the said right hip of him the said E. F., one mortal 
wound, of the depth oi four inches, and of the breadth of half 
an inch ; of which said mortal wound he the said E. F. then and 
there instandy died. And so the said A. B., upon his oath afore- 
said, complains and says, that tlie said C. D. him the said E. F., 
in the manner and by the means aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, 
and of his malice aforethought, did kill and murder ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contranr to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided.^ Wherefore &c. 

[If the party did not immediately die of the mortal wound, the 
complaint must conclude as follows. Set forth the charge pre- 
cisely as in the next preceding precedent, until you come to the 
words " of which mortal wound," 8cc. and then conclude thus :] 

Of which mortal wound the said E. F., on and from the said 
day of until tlie day of at B. afore- 

said, in the county aforesaid, did languish, and languishing did 
liye ; on which said day of at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, he the said E. F., of the mortal wound afore- 
said, died. And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
complains and says, that the said C. D. him the said E. F., in 
the manner and by the means aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and 
of bis malice aforethought, did kill and murder ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &cc. 

For Murder y by stahhing loith a Knife. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
of S. aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of the said 
Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, did make an assault, and that the said 
C. D. with a certain knife, of the value of twenty cents, which 
he the said C. D. in his right hand then and there had and held, 
the said E. F., in and upon the left side of die body, and be- 

* See 2 Chit. C. L. 760, 752, from which this precedent is taken. — Sec also, 
in the same place, remarks and quotations as to the different phraseology of this 
and of ancient precedents. 
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tween the ribs of him the said E. F., then and there fefoniousif , 
wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did strike and thrust^ 
giving to the said E. F., then and there with the knife aforesaid, 
in and upon tlie aforesaid left side of the body between the ribs 
of him tne said E. F., one mortal wound, of the breadth of three 
inches, and of the depth of six inches, of which said mortal 
wound, he the said E. F. then and there instantly died. And so 
the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that 
the said C. D. him the said E. F., in manner and form aforesaid, 
feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and 
murder ; against the peace of said Commonwesuth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided.* 
Wherefore &c. 

For Murder f by cutting the Throat. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of Suffi)Ik, yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., spinster, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county of S. aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of 
the said Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilful- 
ly, and of her malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and thai 
the said C. D., with a certain case-knife, made of steel and iron, 
of the value of ten cents, which she the said C. D. in her right 
hand then and there had and held, the throat of htm the said 
E. F. feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, did 
strike and cut ; and that she the said C. D., with the case-knife 
aforesaid, by the striking and cutting aforesaid, did then and there 
give to him the said E. F., in and upon the said throat of him 
the said E. F., one mortal wound, of the length of three inches, 
and of the depth of two inches ; of which said mortal wound, 
he the said E. F., from the said day of to the 

day of aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, did languish, and lan- 

guishing did live ; on which said day of aforesaid, 

m the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, he 
the said E. F., of the said mortal wound, died. And so the said 
A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that the said 
C. D. him the said E. F., in manner and form aforsaid, then 
and there feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, 
did kill and murder ; against the peace of said Commonwealdi, 
and contrary to tlie form of the statute in such case made and 
provided.f Wherefore 8ic. 

• See Cr. Cir. Com. 440, 441 ; 2 Chit. C. L. 766. 

\ See 2 Chit C. L. 757, from which this precedent is taken. 
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A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complainsi that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, widi force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of the said 
Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, did make an assault, and that he the said 
C. D.9 with a certain large knife, made of iron and steel, of the 
value of ten cents, which he the said C. D. in his right hand then 
and there had and held, at and asainst him the said E. F. then and 
there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did cast 
and throw, and him the said E. F., with the knife aforesaid, so cast 
and thrown, as aforesaid, then and there feloniously, wilfully, and 
of his malice aforethought, did strike and stab, and that the said 
C. D.,with the knife aforesaid, so cast and thrown as aforesaid, 
in and upon the left side of the body of him the said E. F. then 
and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, 
did strike and stab, and that he the said C. D., with the knife 
aforesaid, so cast and thrown as aforesaid, did then and there fe- 
loniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, give to the said 
E. F., in and upon the left side of the body of him the said E. F., 
one mortal wound, of the breadth of one inch, and of the depth 
of three inches ; of which said mortal wound, he the said E. F. 
then and there instandy died. And so the said A. B., upon his 
oath aforesaid, complains and says, that he the said C. D. him the 
said E. F., in manner and form aiforesaid, then and there feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and mur- 
der ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- / 
fore &c« 

For Murder^ by casting a Stone.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gentleman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, m the 
county aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of the said 
Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, did make an assault, and that he the said 
C. D. a certain stone, of no value, which he the said C. D. in 
bis right hand then and there had and held, in and upon the right 
side of the head, near the right temple of him the said E. F., 
then and there feloniously, wilfuUy, and of liis malice afore- 

• Cr. Cir. Comp. 488, 488. 
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thought, did cast and throw, and that the aaid C. D., with the 
stone aforesaid, so as aforesaid cast and thrown, the aforesaid 
E. F., in and upon the right side of the head, near the right 
temple of him the said E. F. then and there feloniously, wilfully, 
and of his malice aforethought, did strike, penetrate, and wound, 
giving to the said E. F., by the casting and throwing of the stone 
aforesaid, in and upon the right side oT the head, near the right 
temple of him the said E. F., one mortal wound, of the length 
of one inch, and of the depth of one inch ; of which said mortal 
wound, he die said E. F., from the said day of in 

the year aforesaid, to the day of in the year afore- 

said, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did languish, and 
languishing did live ; on which said day of in the 

year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, the said 
£. F., of the mortal wound aforesaid, died. And so the said 
A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that the said 
C. D. him the said E. F., in manner and form aforesaid, feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and mur- 
der ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &c. 

For Murder^ by striking with a Poker. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, in and upon one £. F., in the peace of the said Com- 
monwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of his 
malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and that he the said 
C. D. then and there with a certain iron poker, of the value of 
ten cents, which he the said C. D. in botli his hands then and 
there had and held, die said E. F., in and upon the back part of 
the head of him the said E. F., then and there feloniously, wil- 
fully, and of his malice aforethought, did strike, giving unto him 
the said E. F., then and there, wiih the said iron poker, by the 
stroke aforesaid, in manner aforesaid, in and upon the back part 
of the head of him the said E. F., one mortal wound of the 
length of three inches, and of the depth of one inch ; of which 
said mortal wound, he the said E. F., on the said day of 
at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did languish, and 
languishing did live ; on which same day of afore- 
said, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, he the said E. F., 
of the said mortal wound, died. And so tlie said A. B., upon 
his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that the said C. D. him 
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the said E. F., in manner and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilful- 
ly, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and murder ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided.* Wherefore &c. 

For Murder^ by beating with Fists, and kicking on the Ground, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B. in the county aforesaid, laborer, on 
the day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the 
peace of the Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, 
wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did make an assault, and 
that the said C. D. then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, did strike, beat, and kick the said E. F., 
with his hands and feet, in and upon the head, breast, back, belly, 
sides, and other parts of the body of him the said E. F., and 
did then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore- 
thought, cast and throw the said E. F. down, unto and upon the 
ground, with great force and violence there, ^ving to the said 
E. F. then and there, as weQ by the beating, striking, and kick- 
ing of him the said E. F., in manner and form aforesaid, as by 
the casting and throwing of him the said E. F. down as afore- 
said, several mortal strokes, wounds, and bruises, in and upon 
the head, breast, back, belly, sides, and other parts of the body 
of him the said E. F., to wit, one mortal wound on the left side 
of the belly of him the said E. F., of the length of five inches, 
and of the depth of three inches, [here state the other wounds in 
the same way^^li ^^ ^hich said moital strokes, wounds, and other 
bruises, he the said E. F., from the said day of 

aforesaid, to the day of in the year aforesaid, at B. 

aforesaid) in the county aforesaid, did languish, and languishing 
did live ; on which said day of in the year afore 

said, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, he the said E. F., 
of the mortal sti'okes, wounds, and bruises aforesaid, died. And 
so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains atid says, 
that tlie said C. D. him the said E. F., in manner and form 

* If there are divers mortal wounds given, and tfaey are mentioned or stated 
in the complaint, they must all be specially described, and the dimensions of aU 
of them specified, and then it must be alleged, that the deceased died of them 
aU. For this, see 2 Chit C. L. 761, note (d). But if one mortal wound is 
properly described, and it is alleged that the deceased died of it, it is piesumed 
to be sufficient 

1 2 Chit C. L. 762, note (g). 
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aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afcwethougbt, 
did kill and murder ; against the peace of said Commonweakb, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. 

For Murder J by (Jioking and strangling.* 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, in and upon one £. F., in the peace of the said Com- 
monwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfuUy, and of his 
malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and that the said C. D., 
with both his hands about the neck and throat of her the said 
E. F., then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice 
aforethought, did fix and fasten ; and that he the said C. D., with 
both his hands so as aforesaid fixed and fastened about the neck 
and throat of her the Sjaid E. F., her the said £. F. then and 
there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did 
choke and strangle ; of which said choking and strangling, she 
the said E. F. then and there instantly died. And so the said 
A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that the said 
C. D. her the said E. F. then and there, in manner and form 
aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, 
did kill and murder ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore fee. 

Far Murder J by riding over a Person with a Horse. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in th» county 
aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace of the said Com- 
monwealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of his 
malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and that the said C. D. 
then and there riding upon a horse, of the value of fifty dollars, 
the said horse in and upon the said E. F. then and there feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did ride and force, 
and him the said E. F., with the horse aforesaid, then and there, 
by such riding and forcing as aforesaid, did throw to the ground ; 
by means whereof the said horse, with his hinder feet, him the 
said E. F., so thrown to and upon the ground as aforesaid, in and 
upon the back part of the head of him the said E. F., did then 

« 2 Chit. C. L. 764 ; Staik. 878. 
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and there strike and kick, thereby then and there giving to him 
the said E. F. in and upon the back part of the head of him the 
said £. F., one mortal iracture and contusion, of the breadth of 
two inches, and of the depth of one inch ; of which said mortal 
fracture and contusion, the said E. F. then and there instantly 
died. And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains 
and says, that the said C. D. him the said E. F., in manner and 
form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, 
did kill and murder ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. 

Far Murder^ by strangling toitk a Handkerchief. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S., yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B,, laborer on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county of S. aforesaid, in and upon one E. F., in the peace 
of the said Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously, wil- 
fully, and of his malice aforethought, did make an assault i and 
that the said C. D., with a handkerchief, of the value of twenty 
cents, about the neck of him the said E. F. then and there felo- 
niously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did put, fasten, 
and bind ; and that the said C. D., with the said handkerchief, 
about the neck of him the said E. F., then as aforesaid put, fast- 
ened, and bound, him the said E. F. then and there feloniously, 
wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did choke and strangle ; 
of which choking and strangling, the said E. F. then and there 
instantly died. And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
complains and says, that the said C. D., in manner and form 
aforesaid, him tlie said E. F. feloniously, wilfully, and of his mal- 
ice aforethought, did kill and murder ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contraiy to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &;c. 

For the Murder of a Bastard Childf by folding it in a Cloth. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., gendeman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., single woman, on the 
day of now last past, at B. aforesaid, in the county afore- 

said, being pregnant with a certain female child, afterwards, to 
wit, on the same day of in the year aforesaid, at B. 

aforesaid, the said female child, alone and secretly, from her body, 
by the providence of God, did brin^ forth alive, which said fe- 
male child, so bom alive, was, by the laws of this Commonwealth 

41 
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a bsBtard ; and that the said C. D. afterwards, ta wit, oo the 
same day of in the year aibresaid, with ioroe and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, m the county aforesaid, in and ijqpon the 
said female bastard chOd, in the peace of the said CoomioDweahk 
then and there bebg, febniously, wilfully, and of her malice afore- 
thought, did make an assault ; and that the said C. D., with both 
her hands, the said female bastard child, in a certain linen cloth, 
of the value of five ^^ents, feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice 
aforethought, did put, place, fold, and wrap up ; by means of 
which said putting, placing, folding, and wrapping up of the said 
female bastard child, in the said linen cloth, by her the said 
C. D. as aforesaid, the said female bastard child was then and 
there choked, suffi)cated, and smothered ; of which said chok- 
ing, suffi>cation, and smothering, the said female bastard child 
then and there instantly died. And so the said A. B., upon his 
oath aforesaid, complains and says, that the said C. D. the said 
female bastard child, in manner and form aforesaid, fekmiously, 
irilfully, and of her malice aforethought, did kill and murder ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contraryto the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &c. 

For Murder^ by throwing a ChUd into a Privy. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S. yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C* D., late of said B., single woman, on the 
day of now last bast, being pregnant with a female child, 

afterwards, to wit, on the same day of in the year 

aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, the said female child, alone and in 
secret, from her body, by the providence of God, did bring forth 
alive, which said female child, so bom alive, was, by the laws of 
this Commonwealth, a bastard ; and that the said C. D. after- 
wards, to wit, on the same day of in the year afore- 
said, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county afore- 
said, in and upon the said female bastard child, feloniously, wil- 
fully, and of her malice aforethought, did make an assault ; aod 
that the said C. D., with both her hands, the said female bastard 
child into a certain privy there situate, wherein was a great quan- 
tity of human excrements and other filth, then and there feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, did cast and 
throw ; by reason of which said casting and throwing of the said 
female bastard child into the said privy, by her the said C. D., 
in manner as aforesaid, the said female bastard child, in the said 
privy, with the excrements and filth aforesaid, was then and there 
choked and suffocated ; of which said choking and sui&cation 
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the said female bastard child then and there instantly died* 
And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and 
says, that the said C. D. the said female bastard child, in man- 
ner and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice 
aforethought, did kill and murder ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore be. 

For the Murder of a CkUd, by $trangling. 

A. B. of B., m the said county of S., upon his oath complains, 
that C. D. of &c., single woman, on the day of 

now last past, being pregnant with a male child, the same day 
and year, at B. aforesaid, by the providence of God, did bring 
forth the said child alive, of the body of her the said C. D., 
alone and in secret, which said male child, so being born alive, 
was, by the laws of this Commonwealth, a bastard ; and that the 
said C. D. afterwards, to wit, on the same day of 

in the year aforesaid, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, in and upon the said male child, in the 
peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being, feloni- 
ously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, did make an as- 
sault ; and that she the said C. D., with both her hands about 
the neck of him the said child then and there fixed, him the said 
child then and tliere feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice 
aforethought, did choke and strangle ; of which said choking 
and strangling, the said child then and there instandy died. 
And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and 
says, that the said C. D. the aforesaid male child, in manner 
and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice afore- 
thought, did kill and murder ; against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For the Murder of a Child; by hiding and starving it. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S., yeoman, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D. of said B., single woman, on the 
day of now last past, being pregnant with a male child, 

the same day and year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, by the provi- 
dence of Grod, did bring forth the said child alive, oi the body of 
her the said C. D., alone and in secret, which said male child, 
so being bom alive, was, by the laws of this Commonwealth, a 
bastard ; and that she the said C. D. on the day of 

in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid. 
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with force and arms, in and upon the said child, in the peace of 
the said Commonwealth then and there being, felonioosly, wil- 
fully, and of her malice aforethought, did make an assault ; and 
that the said C. D. the said male child, so being alive, did then 
and there take and cany to a certain shed there situate, and the 
same child, so being alive, did then and there, in the said shed, 
feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, hide, secrete, 
and 'conceal; and tlie same child, so being alive, and so being 
hidden, secreted, and concealed, she the said C. D. did then and 
there feloniously, wilfully, and of her malice aforethought, leave 
and desert, and to nourish, sustain, and provide for the said male 
child, so being alive, she the said C. D. feloniously, wilfully, and 
of her malice aforethought, did wholly neglect and refuse ; by 
reason of which said hiding, secreting, and concealingthe same 
child, in manner and form aforesaid, by the said CD., and of 
the said refusal and neglect of the said C. D. to nourish, sustain, 
and provide for the said male child, the said child then and there 
instantly died. And sonhe said A. B,, upon his oadi aforesaid, 
complains and says, that the said C. D. the said male child, in 
manner and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of her mal- 
ice aforethought, did kill and murder ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore be. 

For Murder^ by drotming, 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, on the day of 
now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, in and upon one E. F. in the peace of the said Common- 
wealth then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of his mal- 
ice aforethought, did make an assault ; and that the said C. D. 
then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore- 
thought, did take the said E. F. into both the hands of him the 
said C. D., and did then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of 
his malice aforethought, cast, throw, and push the said E. F. 
into a certain pond there situate, wherein there was a great quan- 
tity of water ; by means of which said casting, throwing, and push- 
ing of the said E. F. into the pond aforesaid, by the said C. D*, 
in form aforesaid, he the said E. F., in the pond aforesaid, with 
the water aforesaid, was then and there choked, sufibcated, 
and drowned ; of which said choking, suffocation, and drown- 
ing, he the said E. F. then and there instantly died. And so 
the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and says, that 
the said C. D., in manner and form aforesaid, him the said E. F. 
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feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and 
murder ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore Sic. 

JPor Murder^ by poisoning. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., Esq., upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, feloniously, wilfully, and 
of his malice aforethought, contriving and intending one E. F. 
with poison, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, 
to kill and murder, on the day of now last past, 

with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did privately 
and secretly convey into and leave a great quantity of white ar- 
senic, being a deadly poison, in the dwelling-house of him the 
said E. F. there situate ; and that the said C. D., contriving and 
intending as aforesaid, afterwards, to wit, on the same day and 
year aforesaid, the same white arsenic, with a certain quantity of 
beer, in the same house then and there being, then and tliere 
feloniodsly, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did put, mix, 
and mingle, he the said C D. then and there well knowing the 
said white arsenic to be a deadly poison ; and that the said E. F. 
afterwards, to wit, on the same day and year aforesaid, at B. 
aforesaid, did take, drink, and swallow down a great quantity of 
the said beer, with which the said white arsenic was mixed and 
mingled by the said C. D. as aforesaid, he the said E. F. not 
knowing that there was any white arsenic, or other poisonous in- 
gredient, mixed or mingled with the said beer as ajforesaid ; by 
means whereof he the said E. F. then and there became sick 
and distempered in his body, and the said E. F., of the poison 
aforesaid, so by him taken, drank, and swallowed down as afore- 
said, and of the sickness occasioned thereby, from the said 
day of in the year aforesaid, until the twenty-eighth day 

of said month, in the same year, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, did languish, and languishing did live ; on which said 
twenty-eighth day of in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, 

in the county aforesaid, he the said E. F., of the poison afore- 
said, and of the sickness and distemper occasioned thereby, died. 
And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, complains and 
says, that he the said C. D., in manner and form aforesaid, him 
the said E. F. feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore- 
thought, did poison, kill, and murder ; against the peace of the 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 
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For Murder by placing Poison^ so as to be mistaken for Medicine. 

A. B. of B., in the countyof S., yeomao, upon his oath ccnn- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., laborer, feloniously, wilfully, and 
of his malice aforethought, devising and intending one E. F. to 
poison, kill, and murder, on the day of now last 

past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, 
a certain quantity of arsenic, to wit, two drachms of arsenic, be- 
ing a deadly poison, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore- 
thought, did put, infuse, mix, and mingle in and together with 
water, he the said C. D. then and there well knowing the said 
arsenic to be a deadly poison ; and that the said C* D. the said 
arsenic, so as aforesaid put, infused b, and mixed and mingled 
in and together with the water, into a certain glass phial, of the 
value of six cents, did put and pour ; and the said glass phial, 
with the said arsenic put, infused in, and mixed and mingled in 
and together with water as aforesaid contdned therein, then and 
there, to wit, on the same day of in the year afore- 

said, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, 
and of his malice aforethought, in the lodging room of the said 
E. F. did put and place, in the place and stead of a certain salu- 
tary medicine then lately before prescribed and made up for tlie 
said E. F., and to be taken by him the said £• F., he the said 
C. D. then and there feloniously, wilfuUy, and of his malice afore- 
thought, intending that the said E. F. should drink and swallow 
down into his body the said arsenic, put, infused, mixed, and 
mingled in and together with water as aforesaid, contained in the 
said glass phial, by mistaking the same as and for the said salu- 
tarv medicme, so prescribed and made up for the said E. F., and 
to be by him the said E. F. taken as aforesaid ; and the said A. B., 
upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that die said E. F., 
not knowing the said arsenic, put, iniused in, and mixed togeth- 
er with water as aforesaid, contained in the glass phial, so put 
and placed by the said C. D., in the lodging room of the said 
E. F., in the place and stead of the said salutary medicine, then 
lately before prescribed and made up for the said E. F., to be 
taken by him the said E. F., in manner aforesaid, to be a deadly 
poison, but believing the same to be the true and real medicine, 
then lately before prescribed and made up for, and to be taken 
by him die said E. F., afterwards, to wit, on the same 
day of in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, the said ar- 

senic, so as aforesaid put, infused in, and mixed together with 
water, by the said C. D. as aforesaid, contained in the said glass 
phial, so put and placed by the said C. D., in the lodgmg room of 
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him the said E. F., in the place and stead of the said medicioey 
then lately before prescribed and made up for the said E. F., he 
the said E. F. did take, drink, and swallow down into his body ; 
by means of which said taking, drinking, and swallowing down 
into the body of him the said E. F. of the said arsenic, so as 
aforesaid put, infused in, and mixed togetlier with water by the 
said C. D. as aforesaid, he the said E. F. then and there became 
sick and distempered in his body ; of which sickness and distem- 
per of body, occasioned by the said taking, drinking, and swallow- 
ing down into the body of him the said E. F., and of the said 
arsenic, so as aforesaid put, infused in, and mixed together with 
water by the said C. D. as aforesaid, he the said E. F. on the 
said day of in the year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid in 

the county aforesaid, died. And so the said A. B., upon his oath 
aforesaid, complains and says, that the said C. D. him the said 
E. F., in manner and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and 
of his malice aforethought, did poison, kill, and murder ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided.^ Wherefore &c. 



NUISANCE. 

A COMMON nuisance is defined to be an offence against the 
public, either by doing a thing which tends to the annoyance of 
all the .citizens of the state, or by neglecting to do a thing which 
the common good requires. But annoyances to the interest of 
particular persons are not punishable by a public prosecution as 
common nuisances, but are left to be redressed by the private 
actions of the parties aggrieved.f 

Common nuisances are, 1. Annoyances in highways, bridges, 
and public rivers, by rendering them inconvenient or dangerous 
to pass, either by actual obstructions, or by want of reparations. 
For both of these, the person so obstructing, or such individuals 
or corporations as are bound by law to repair them, may be in- 

* The form of a complaint for manslaughter, is the same as for murder, leairing 
out the words << and of his malice aforethought" in eveiy part of the comphint. 
1 1 Hawk, c, 75, s. 1, 2. 
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dieted and punished. 2. All those kinds of nuisances, (such as 
offensive trades and manufactures,) which, when injurious to a 
private man, are actionable, are, when detrimental to the public, 
punishable by a public prosecution.* 3. All disorderly inns, ale- 
bouses, houses of ill fame, gaming houses, stage plays when un- 
licensed^ booths and stages for rope dancers, mountebanks, and 
the like, are public nuisances, and may, upon indictment, be sup- 
pressed.! 4. A common scold is a public nuisance to her neigh- 
bourhood, for which offence she may be indicted and pumshed 
by being placed in a certain engine of correction, called a ciuk- 
ing stool, frequently corrupted into ducking stool ; the cucking 
stool signifies, in the Saxon language, the scoldbg stool.J But 
by a late decision in the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachu- 
setts, it is setded; that this singular or rather ludicrous species of 
punishment, cannot be inflicted ; upon the ground that the com- 
mon law is changed by that provision of our consUtution which 
declares, ^* that no magistrate or court of law shall inflict cruel or 
unusual punishments."^^ 

There are also other offences of this description, punishable as 
common nuisances at common law, and by ancient English stat- 
utes ; such as making and selling fire-works and squibs, or throw- 
ing them about in any street; evesdroppers, or such as listen un- 
der walls or windows, to hearken after discourse, and thereupon 
to frame slanderous and mischievous tales. || Also to make great 
noises in the night with speaking trumpets or horns, to the dis- 
turbance of the neighbourhood, IT or to manufacture acid spirit of 
sulphur, vitriol, or aquafortis, in the vicinity of dwelling-houses,** 
are punishable as nuisances. There is also another offence made 
punishable as a public nuisance, by a statute of 6 Geo. I. called 
bubbling the public^ by undertakings, attempts, and projects, for 
adventuring in certab schemes of commerce tending to the com- 
mon grievance 8£c. This statute is not in force here ; but as 

* 4 Bla. Com. 167, 168. f 1 Hawk. b. 1, c. 75, 8. 6, 7. 

X 4 Bla. Com. 169. 

§ Declaration of Rights, art. 26. The report of the case here alluded to has 
not been published. 
II 4 Bla. Com. 168, 169. IT Stre. 704. *• 1 Bur. 338. 
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there are in this country other methods of '^ bubbling the public," 
besides attempts and projects " in schemes of commerce," the 
time may arrive, when the propriety of a similar law to prohibit 
them, and the waste of money and property which they occasion, 
may be more generally perceived. 

Most of the nuisances above enumerated are declared to be 
and made punishable as such by statutes of this Commonwealth. 
Annoyances in highways^ common training-fields, burying-places, 
landing-places, or other pieces of land appropriated to the general 
use, ease, and convenience of the community at large, or for the 
inhabitants of any particular county, town, district, parish, or 
precinct, are declared nuisances, and the mode of abating them, 
provided for by the general statutes, directing the method of lay- 
ing out highways, passed February 27th, 1787,* and the statute 
making provision for the repair and amendment of highways, 
passed March 5th, 1787.f 

Nuisances created by offensive trades and nianufactures are 
prevented by the statute of this Commonwealth '^ for preventing 
common nuisances," passed June 7th, 1785,| which makes it the 
duty of the selectmen of the several towns within the Common- 
wealth, together with any two justices of the peace in the same 
county, where they shall judge such regulation to be necessary, 
from time to time, as occasion shall be, to assign certain places 
for the exercising of any of the employments '^ of killing crea- 
tures for meat, distilling of spirits, trying of tallow or oil, curry- 
ing of leather, and making earthen-ware ; and to forbid and re- 
strain the exercise of either of them in other places, not so ap- 
proved and allowed y " and all assignments of such houses or 
places by the selectmen, with the assent of two or more jusdces, 
are to be entered in the town^book, where such selectmen re- 
spectively belong, and also made known by notifications thereof, 
posted up in some public places in the same town. By other 
enactments in this statute it is provided, that when houses, thus 
assigned for the exercise of either of the aforesaid trades or em- 
ployments, become a nuisance, they may be suppressed, by or- 

* Stat. 1786, chap. 67. f Stat 1786, chap. 81 . % Stat. 1785, chap. 1 . 

42 
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der of court, upon an inquiry made thereinto by a juty. And a 
penalty is also created for making use of any house or place oth- 
er than such as are permitted and assigned, as prodded m the 
act, ^* by any distiller, tallow-chandler, manufacturer of dl, cur- 
rier, butcher, or potter." And if the ofiender is convicted, he 
is to be bound by recognisance not to improve such buflding for 
either of the said purposes, for the term of three years ; and 
such building may be taken down by order of court, as being 
a common nuisance, and the materials thereof sold at public 
auction. 

By an act in addition to the statute last mentioned, passed 
March 4th, 1800,* there is a further provision, that when any 
house, assigned for the exercise of either of the trades or em- 
ployments mentioned in the original act, becomes a nuisance, in 
the way and by the causes therein stated, it shall be lawful for 
any person aggrieved thereby to give notice thereof to the pro- 
prietor or occupant of such bouse ; and if the same, upon 
trial, as provided in the act, shall be deemed a nuisance, and the 
proprietor or occupant shall not forthwith remove the same, he 
shall forfeit the sum of twenty dollars for each month which the 
said nuisance shall continue, after such notice. 

All disorderly inns or taverns are common nuisances. By a 
statute of this Commonwealth ^< for the due regulation of licensed 
houses," passed February 28th A. D. 1787,f it is enacted, diat 
no tavemer, innholder, or victualler, shall have or keep any im- 
plements used in gaming, in their houses, yards, gardens or de^ 
pendencies ; nor shall they suffer any dancing or revelling in their 
houses or dependencies ; nor any person to drbg to drunkenness 
or excess therein." The penalties provided in this act, for these 
and other ofiences therein created, when the amount of the penal- 
ty does not exceed the sum of thirteen dollars and thirty-three 
cents, (four pounds of the former currency,) may be recovered 
before any justice of the peace within the county where the of- 
fence is committed. And every justice of the peace, before 
whom the conviction may be had, (where the par^ convicted 

* Stat 1799, chap. 75. f Stat 1786» chap. SS. 
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does not appeal,) is required by the statute, to make a certificate 
of the same, fairly written, and to return such certificate to the 
then ne3rt Court of General Sessions of the Peace for the coun« 
ty where the offence was committed, there to be read over in 
open court, and to be filed among the records of the same court, 
^' to the end, among other things, that lihe breakers of this law 
are xluly prosecuted." There is also a statute of this Common- 
wealth to prevent damage from ceitain fireworks.* This b often 
a great nuisance, the pealty for which is made recoverable before 
a justice of the peace by this statute. 

The statute ^^ directing the proceedings for the speedy removal 
of nuisances," passed June 19th, 1801,f vests important powers 
m justices of the peace ; and although its salutary and neces- 
sary provisions do not appear to have been much resorted to, it 
may very often happen that they can and ought to be carried 
into execution, " when the laws now iu force are inadequate to so 
speedy a removal of nuisances, as the exigencies of the public 
may require." By this statute two justices of the peace, qu(^rum 
unuSi are authorized to inquire by a jury, as therein directed, into 
all nuisances J erected by any person or persons ; and if it be 
found, upon such inquiry, that a nuisance shall have been erected, 
created, or continued, by any person or persons, then such justice 
shall cause the same to be abated or removed. 

This statute further directs, that complaints of any existing 
nuisance shall be made out in writing, and directed to any two 
justices of the peace, quorum unus^ who shall thereupon make 
out their warrant to the sheriff of the county, commanding him 
to cause to come before them a jury to be drawn in equal pro- 
portions out of the jury box of the Supreme Judicial Court, by 
the selectmen of the three towns next adjoining to the town in 
which such nuisance may be, at a meeting of such selectmen, to 
be holden forthwith for that purpose, upon the requisition of the 
sheriff; which jury are empowered by the statute to inquire into 
the nuisance complained of. The statute then prescribes and 
enacts the forms of all the proceedings, excepting the complaint, 

• 8tat. 1806, chap. 56. \ Stat. 1801, chap. 16. 
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tiz; ihe form of the warrant to the sberifl^ commanding him to 
sammon the juiy ; the summons to the party complamed against ; 
the oaths to be administered to the foreman, and other jurors; 
the form of the verdict, and of the writ for the removal of the 
nuisance* The other provisions of the statute relate to the mode 
of conducting the trial before the justices, and to the proceedings 
to be had upon the appeal, when claimed by the party accused. 
There is no form for the original complabt to the justices, pre- 
scribed in the statute. It is only therein directed that it shall be 
b writing ; but as the complaint for the nuiance is the foundation 
of all the subsequent proceedbgs, and may be quashed, or judg- 
ment upon it arrested for its informality or insufficiency, (this be- 
ing a prosecution for an offence made cognizable by statute, by 
the justices to whom the complabt may be exhibited,) it is essen- 
tial that it should be correcdy and technically drawn ; a form for 
which will be found among the foUowbg precedents of com- 
plabts for nuisances. 

The provisions of the statute are general, extendbg to ^' all 
existing nuisances." It is probable, however, that the more im- 
mediate object of it was the speedy suppression or removal of 
such nuisances as endanger the public health, the removal of 
which, by the ordinary process of law, might not be efl^cted, till 
the mischief was suffered, and its fatal consequences produced. 
An bstance of this kind is recollected to have occurred in the 
county of Berkshire in this state. By the erection of a dam at 
the outlet of a small pond or body of water, the surroundbg 
meadows and low lands became overflowed ; an epidemic fever 
was supposed to have been produced by the vegetable putrefac- 
tions which this overflowing occasioned. Indictments for this 
nuisance were prosecuted b the Supreme Judicial Court for the 
county ; but as this court was held semi-annually, it was impossi- 
ble to suppress the cause of the mischief b the due course of a 
public prosecution, until its fatal effects had been produced. The 
consequence was, that a number of persons endured the sickness, 
and some actually died of the fever which the nuisance was be- 
lieved to have occasioned, while the prosecution for its removal 
was pendbg b court. 
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As prosecutions for common nuisances are not generally origi- 
nated before justices of the peace, but are, in the first bstance, 
commonly laid before the grand jury by the public prosecutor, a 
small number of precedents only have been selected from the 
numerous collections contained in the English books. Such as 
are selected, and which here follow, are adapted to those cases 
which most firequendy occur. 

The foUowing are forms of complaints for common nuisan- 
ces.* 

For erecting and continuing a Building on a Part of a common 

Highway. 

A. B. of B. Sic., upon his oath complains, that there now is, 
and at the time of the obstruction and nuisance hereinafter mention- 
ed, there was a certain common and public highway in the town of 
B., in the county aforesaid, leading from unto &lc. \here 
describe the VHzyj] for all the citizens of the said Commonwealth to 
go, return, pass, and repass, in and along the same, at their will 
and pleasure ; and that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the 
day of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 

an4 with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 

aforesaid, did unlawfully and injuriously erect and build, and 
cause and procure to be erected and built, a part of a certain 
edifice and building in and upon a part of the common and pub- 
lic highway aforesaid, to wit, on square feet of the same 
common and public highway ; and the said part of said edifice 
and building, so as aforesaid erected and built in and upon the 
said part oi the common and public highway aforesaid, he the 
said C. D. from the said day of until this day, un- 
lawfully and injuriously did keep up, maintain, and continue, and 
still doth keep up, maintain, and continue, whereby the said com- 
mon and public highway hath been for and during all the time 
aforesaid, and still is greatly narrowed, obstructed, and stopped 
up, so that the citizens of said Commonwealth could not, during 
the time aforesaid, nor can they now, go, return, pass, and repass 
in and along the said conmion and public highway, as they were 

* The mode of prosecution for not repairing highwa3rs and bridges in this 
8tate> is by indictment or information against the inhabitants of those towns, in 
their coipoiate capacity, in which the way, or road complained of, is situated. 
No process, thefeford» for this offence, can be originated before a justice of the 
peace. 



934 NvisivcB. 

befixre used and accufltDmed, and still of right oo^ to do; to the 
oreat damage and common nuisance of all the citizens of said 
Commonwealth, in and along the common and public highway 
aforesaid, going, returning, passing, and repassing ; against the 
peace and dignity of the C!ommonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore tzc. 

For laying Timber in the Highwmf, 

A* B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c. on the day of now last past, and on 

divers other days and times, as well before as afterwards, with 
force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and 
upon the common highway, there leading from &c. unto 

&c., divers large pieces of timber unlawfully and injuri- 
ously did put and place, and caused to be put and placed, and the 
same large pieces of timber, so as aforesaid put and placed in 
the highway aforesaid, from the said day of afore- 

said, until the day of the exhibiting of this complaint, in and 
upon the highway aforesaid, to be, lie, and remain, unlawfully 
and injuriously did suffer and permit, and still doth sufier and 
permit ; to the great damage and common nuisance of all the 
citizens of said Commonwealth, having occasion to pass and re- 
pass, go and return m, upon, and along the highway aforesaid, 
and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth afore- 
said. Wherefore be. 

Far setting Fire to and throwing Crackers^ mthout License : On 

the Statute of March 4th, 1806.* 

A. B. of B. &;c., upon his oath complains, and gives the said 
justice to understand and be informed, that C, D. of &cc., 

on the day of now last past, with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did set fire to, and (hrow 
divers lighted crackers, without the liceitse of the selectmen of 
the said town of B., whereby divers citizens of the said Com- 
monwealth, then and there standing and being, passing and re- 
passing, were then and there gready terrified, and put in great 
peril and danger of bodily barm ; to the great damage and com- 
mon nuisance of all the citizens of said Commonwealth there 
inhabiting and residing, passing and repassing ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided. Wherefore be. 

* Stat 1806, chap. 56. 
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Far kitting Cattle^ and leaving their Blood and JOffid, ^c, 

whereby the Air was corrupted, ^c. 

A. B. of B., in the county of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of 
now last past, and on divers other days and times, between that 
day and the day of exhibiting this complaint, with force and 
arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in a certain house 
of him the said C. D., situate and being near to a public street 
and common highway there, and near the dwelling-houses of 
divers citizens of the said Commonwealth, did unlawfully and inju- 
riously kill and slay, and cause and procure to be killed and slain 
divei-s oxen and other cattle ; and the blood, excrement, ofial, 
and other filth, from the said animals respectively coming and 
issuing, did then and there, on the said several days and times 
respectively, cause and permit to be and remain b the said house, 
and near to the same, for the space of ten hours on each of those 
days respectively; whereby divers noisome and unwholesome 
smells and stenches from die excrement, blood, ofial, and filth, 
coming and issuing from the said animals, then, and on the said 
other days and times respectively, there did arise, and the air 
thereby was greatly corrupted and infected ; to the great dam- 
age and common nuisance of all the citizens of said Common- 
wealth there inhabiting and dwelling, and also of all other citizens 
of said Commonwealth, in, by, and through the said public streets 
and common highway there, going, passing, returning, repassing, 
and laboring, and against the peace and dignity of said Com* 
monwealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For keeping a disorderly House for Dancing and Music.* 

A. B. of B. 8ic., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of said 
B., laborer, on the day of &lc. and on divers other 

days and times, before and afterwards, with force and arms, at 
B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, unlawfully and injuriously 
did keep and maintain a certain common and disorderly room for 
public dancing and music, and in said room, for his own lucre 
and gain, did unlawfully and injuriously cause and procure divers 
persons, as well men as women, of evil name and fame, and of 
dishonest conversation, to frequent and come together ; to the 
great damage and common nuisance of all the citizens of said 
Commonwealth, and against the peace and dignity thereof. 
Wherefore &c. 

* 2 Buir. 1238. 
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Fwr keeping a common Gaming-Hause. 

A. B. of B., Sec. upon his oath complains, that C. D. of said 
B.9 laborer, being an evil disposed person, and not minding to 
get his living hj honest labor, on the day of now 

last past, and on divers other days and times, as well before as 
afterwards, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, a certain common gaming-house there situate for his 
lucre and gain, unlawfully and injuriously did keep and maintain, 
and in the said common gaming-house, on the said day of 

and on the said other days and times, there unlawfully 
and injuriously did cause and procure divers idle and ill disposed 
persons to be and remain in the said common gaming-house ; and 
to game together on the said day of and on the said other 

days and times there, did unlawfully and injuriously procure, 
permit, and suffer ; and the said persons, in the said common 
gaming-house there, on the said day of and on the 

said other days and times, by such procurement, permission, and 
sufferance of tlie said C. D., did game together ; to tlie great en- 
couragement of idleness and dissipation, to the great damage and 
common nuisance of all the citizens of said Commonwealth, and 
against the peace and dignity of the Conunonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore &c. 

For keying a House of HI Fame. 

A. B. of B. Sec., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of said 
B., laborer, on the day of now last past, and on 

divers other days and times, between that day and the day of ex- 
hibiting this complaint, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, a certain common bawdy-house unlawfully 
and wickedly did keep and maintain ; and in the said house, for 
filthy lucre and gam, divers evil disposed persons, as well men 
as women, and common prosdtutes, on the days and times afore- 
said, as well in the night as in the day, there unlawfully and wick- 
edly did receive and entertain ; and in which house the said evil 
disposed persons, and common prostitutes, by the consent and 
procurement of the said C. D., on the days and times aforesaid, 
there did commit fornication ; whereby divers unlawful assem- 
blies, riots, affrays, disturbances, and violations of the peace of 
the said Commonwealth, and lewd offences, in the same house 
on the days and times aforesaid, as well in the night as in the 
day, were there committed and perpetrated ; to the great dam- 
age and common nuisance of all the citizens of said Common- 
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wealthy in manifest destruction and subversion of, and against 
good morals and good manners, and against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid.* Wherefore &zx;. 

Form of a Complaint against a Tavemer or Victutderfor hav- 
ing Implements of gambling in his House : On the Fifth Sec- 
tion of the Statute of 1786, Ch. 68. 

A. B. of B., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of Szc. at said 
Boston, on the day of being then and there licensed as 

a tavemer, [innholder or victuallery as the case may be,) at a certain 
house {shop or cdlar) there situate, did have and keep, in or 
about his said house, (yardj garden, or dependancy, as the case 
may be) dice, (cardsj ootdsj biUiardsj or other implements of 
gaming, as the case may be,) against the peace of said Common- 
wealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c. 

gainst a Tavemer, Innholder, or Victualler, for suffering Per- 
sons to play at Games, within their Houses, or Dependances^ : 
On the Fifth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of on 

the day of at B. aforesaid, being then and there 

duly licensed as a tavemer, {innholder or victuallar, as the case 
may be,) at a certain house {shop or cellar, as the case may be,) 
there situate, did suffer E. F. {or certain other persons, whose 
names are unknown to your complainant, as the case may be,) 
to use, exercise, and play at a certain game called dice {ar cards, 
billiards, or other unlawful games, stating them,) within his said 
house and the appendages thereof, against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute b such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &zx;. 

* It is not necessary to state particulars, as the names of those who frequent 
the house. 2 Burr. 1232 ; 1 T. R. 762, 754. If any unknown persons are prov- 
ed to be there, behaving disorderly, it is sufficient to support the *eharge. Id. 
If a person be only a lodger, and make use of her room for lewd and disorderly 
purposes, she is guilty of keeping a house of ill fame, as much as if skft were 
the proprietor of the whole house. 2 Chit. C. L. 40, note ; 2 Lord Raym. 
1197J; 1 Salk. 882. A wtfe, as well as a husband, may be indicted for keeping 
a bawdy house, or other disorderly house, because the charge does not respect 
the ownershipi but the ervmndl management of the house. 1 Salk. S84. 

43 
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Against a Person for playing at urdauftd G antes j at a Tavern 
fyc : On the Fifth Section of the Statute, 

A. B. of &LC., complains, that C. D. of on the 

day of at B. aforesaid, at a certain house there situate, 

and which said house one E. F. was then and there dulr licensed 
to occupy and keep as a tavern^ (mte or tnetuaUing shop^ as the 
case may &e,) and was then and there in the occupation of the 
same for that use and purpose, did play at cards {boidsj bUliardSy 
or other instruments used in unhxuful gaming)^ against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
on such case made and provided. Wherefore &C. 

Against a Tavemer, Innholder^ or Victualler for suffering 
Dancing or ReveUing in his House fyc: On the SixA 
Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., upon his oath comdains, that C. D. of 
on the day of at said JSoston, in a certain bouse, 

{shop, or cellar,) there situate, which said bouse, (shop^or cdhr,) 
the said C. D. was then and there duly licensed to ke^ as a 
tavern, {inn or victualling house,) did suffer and permit certain 
persons, whose names are unknown to your complainant, to as- 
semble in said house, {shop, or cellar,) and there to remain 
dancing and revelling, for the space of hours, against the 

peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the fortn of the 
statute in such case made and provided. 

Against a Person for dancing or revelling in a Tavern {Inn ^c:) 

On the Sixth Section of the Statute, 

A. B. of B., on his oath complains, that C. D. of on the 

day of at said Boston at a certain tavern, {inn or vict- 

ualling shop or cdlar,) there situate, which said tavern (^c.)one 
E. F. was then and there duly licensed to keep and maintain as a 
tavern (^c.) did, together with divers other persons to your com- 

Sdainant unknown, assemble in said tavern (^c.) and there remain 
or the space of hours, dancing and revelling ; against the 

peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of ihe 
tatute in isuch case made and provided. Wherefore be. 

Against a Tavemer {&fc.)for suffering a Person to drink to ex- 
cess in his Tavern : On the Seventh Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B., on his oath complains, that C. D. of on 

the day of at at a certain tavern-house (^c.) 
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there situated, which said C. D. was then and there duly licensed 
to keep and maintain, did suffer one E. F. in his said house, 
to drink strong liquor to excess, and until he the said E. F. then 
and there was drunk ; agamst the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore Sic. 

Jlgainst a Tavemer {fye) Jor entertaining Persons posted: On 

the Sixteenth Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. complains, that C. D. Szx;., on at at 

a certain tavern (tnn or victualling house) there situate, which 
said C. D. was duly licensed to keep and maintain, and did then 
and there keep and maintain, did entertain and keep in his said 
house, one E. F., and did suffer him to drink strong liquor, (tip- 
ple or game fyc.) to excess in his said house, and the dependan- 
cies thereof; and that said E, F. had then and there been duly 
posted by the selectmen of said town, as a common drunkard, 
(tippler or gamester^\ and that said C. D. had then and there 
been duly notified ot the same ; against the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore 8z^. 

Form of a Complaint to two Justices of the Peace j quorum unus, 
for the speedy Removal of a common JVuisance^ drawn on the 
Statute ofi9ih of June, 1801.* 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 

Suffolk M. To A. B. and C. D., Esquires, two of the justices of the peaoe 
within and for the said county of S., quorum uniM. 

A. B. of B., in the said county of S., upon his oath complains, 
that C. D. of said B., yeoman, on the day of now 

last past, and on divers other days and times, between that day 
and the day of exhibiting this complaint, veith force and arms, at 
B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, near the dwelling-houses of 
divers citizens of the said Commonwealtii, and also near to 
divers streets and common highways there, did unlawfully and 
injuriously erect and set up, and cause to be erected and set up, 
a certain furnace, with a boiler therein, to be used for the boil- 
ing of the entrails and ofial of beasts ; and that the said C. D., 
on the said day of and on the said other days and 

times, then and there divers larg^ quantities of the entnuls and 
offid of beasts, in the said boiler, unlawfully and injuriously did 

* Stat 1801, chap. 16. 
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boil ; whereby divers fetid, Doisome, obnoxious, and unwfaoiesome 
smeUs, odors, and stenches, then, and on the said other days and 
times, did arise and ascend from the entrails and offid, so boiled 
as aforesaid ; and the air thereby and thereabouts was gready 
corrupted, contaminated, and infected, and the dwelling-houses 
of the said citizens of the Commonwealth, situated near to the 
furnace and boiler aforesaid, then, and on the said other days and 
times, were rendered unwholesome, o&nsive, unfit, and improp- 
er for habitation ; to the great danger and hazard of breeding an 
infectious and pestilential disorder among the said citizens of the 
Commonwealth, to the great damage and common nuisance of 
all the citizens of said Commonwealth inhabiting and residing 
near to the furnace and boiler aforesaid, as well as of all the said 
citizens going, returning, passing and re-passing, and laboring in 
and through the streets and common highways aforesaid, and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore tne said A. B. prays your honors, that the nuisance 
aforesaid may be speedily removed, and that such proceedings 
may be forthvnth had and pursued, as are directed and provided 
by the statute in such case made and provided. 



PERJURY AND SUBORNATION OF PERJURY. 

Prosecutions for perjury are more firequendy aitemptedy in 
the Supreme Court of this state, than for any other ofi^ce, those 
of larceny and forgery only excepted. When a party in a law- 
suit has been unsuccessful, and the witnesses against him have 
testified in any manner which he deems incorrect, whether it 
arise fit)m misconception, surprise, or mistake, in the witness, or 
whether the fact sworn to be material, or of litde or no impor- 
tance, application for a process, or an indictment for peijury is 
usually the consequence. Parties in this situation are too often 
improperly advised and encouraged. The nature of this offence, 
and the evidence necessary to support a prosecution for it, are 
either not generally understood or not duly considered. It b 
doubdess for these reasons, that many of the complaints for per- 
jury, which have been brought before the grand jury in this state, 
have been dismissed as groundless, or not maintainable by the 
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evidence brought forward to support them. When these prose- 
cutions are instituted without the knowledge or advice of the 
public prosecutor, they are attended with great inconvenience, 
both to the public and to individuals, in all cases where they turn 
out to be groundless ; to the public by the loss of time spent in 
their investigation ; to the individuals, who are induced by the 
prosecution to attend as witnesses, when not summoned by legal 
authority, by the loss of their time and expenses ; tliere being no 
authority for the allowance of the fees of any witness not duly 
summoned or recognised to testify on the part ot the government, 
in a prosecution which proves to be groundless, and in which no 
bill of indictment is found by the grand jury. It is, therefore, 
an important branch of the duty of a justice, to acquaint himself 
with the rules and principles of law relative to the crime of per- 
juiy, in order that on the one hand groundless prosecutions should 
not, through their instrumentality, be sent up for examination ; 
and on the other, that when there is probable reason to believe 
that this heinous and pernicious crime has been actually commit- 
ted, every preparatory step should be taken for the trial of the 
party accused. 

There is no material variance m the deiSnitions of peijury, by 
the writers upon the law of crimes. The definition by Hawkins 
is selected, with a slight alteration, as being not only conformable 
to the principles of the common law, but as containing the identi- 
cal words of the statute of this Commonwealth against perjury,* 
from which definition it is probable this statute was in part firamed. 
Perjury, by the common law, is a wilful false oath, by one who, 
being legally required to depose the truth in a proceeding in a 
course of justice, swears positively, in a matter material to the 
point in issue, whether he be believed or not.f In every com- 
plaint or indictment, founded on the statute abovementioned, the 
allegation, that the witness ^^ was lawfully required to depose the 
truth in a proceedmg in a couse of justice," is indispensably 
necessary. In complaints for peijuries, or false oaths, committed 
or taken in some other cases, as those of poor debtors to be dis- 

* Stat. 1812, chap. 144. t Hawk. b. 1, c. 68, s. 1. 
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chafed from their impriflonmeiil for debt, under tbe act noade fer 
their relief; which oi^ are not, strictly speakii^, taken ^' in a 
proceeding in a course of justice," or (whidi is presumed to be 
the same thing,) m a judicial proceedmg, perhaps the allegation 
abovementioned may not be required ; but as it is a part of the 
definition of perjury at common law, as well as by the general 
statute, it will be safe and advisable to maert it m all cases* 

From the above definition it appears, 1. Thai the oMhnnui be 
fake. By this it is intended that the party must believe that what 
he is swearing is fictitious and false ; for if, intending to deceive, he 
asserts that which may happen to be true without any knowledge 
of the fact, he is equally criminal, and the accidental truth ol 
his testimony will not excuse him, basmuch as he wilfully 
swears that he knows a thing to be true, which, at the time, 
he knows nothing of, and wickedly endeavours to induce those, 
before whom he swears, to proceed upon the credit of a dec- 
laration which any stranger might make as well as he.* 

2. The irUentian mu$t be toilful and corrupt. Tbe oath must 
be taken, and the falsehood asserted with deliberation, and a con- 
sciousness of the nature of the evidence given ; for if it se^ns 
rather to have been occasioned by the weakness of the party, as 
by inadvertency, surprise, or mistake in the impart <S the ques- 
tion, he will not be subjected to the penalties which a corrupt 
motive alone can deserve, and which the law influ^ts upon him 
who conunits voluntary and corrupt perjury, ^^ which is of all 
crimes whatsoever the most infamous and detestable."f It has 
been decided in Pennsylvania, that one who swears wilfully and 
deliberately to a matter he rashly believes, but which he has no 
probable cause for believing, and which is false, is guilty of per- 

3. The proceedings must be judicial. But it is in general 
true, that all false oaths which are taken before those who are in- 
trusted with the administration of justice, in respect of any mat- 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 69, s. 6 ; 3 Inst. 166. f Hawk. b. 1, c. 69, 8. 2. 

j:2 Chit. C. L. 164, ROey's Ed. note (1) ; 6 Bum. Rep. 249. 
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ter regulariy before them, are perjuries.* It is hid down by 
Mr. Justice Black8toiie,f ^^ that t{;e law tafces no notice of any 
peijury, but such as is committed in some court of justice, having 
power to administer an oath; or before some magistrate, or 
proper offioer, invested with a similar authority ; " and he very 
justly condemns the practice of those magistrates who permit ^ 
taking of voluntary affidavits before them, in matters wholly ex- 
tra-judical, and upon every petty occasion ; since it is more than 
possible, that, by such idle oaths, a man may incur the mora! 
guilt, and at the same time evade the temporal penalties of the 
offence* But where an oath is required by a statute in an extra* 
judicial proceeding, the breach of that obligation amounts to per- 
jury, when the statute contains an express provision to that effect; 
as in the statute of Massachusetts of March 3d, 1790, J empow- 
ering commissioners appointed to receive and examine the claims 
of creditors to insolvent estates, to require and admmister an oath, 
the better to discover the trulh of their claims ; also, the statute 
for the relief of poor prisoners confined in gaol for taxes ;^ and 
another statute for the relief of poor prisoners committed by ex- 
ecution for debt. — Stat. 1787, chap. 29. 

If an oath be administered out of the state, although by a judge 
of the state, no indictment for perjury will lie ; so decided in New- 
York. 1 Johns. Rep. 498. And if the justice issue an attach- 
ment on the oath of the creditor, the proceeding is erroneous, but 
the party may be indicted for perjury. 10 Johns. Rep. 167. 

4. The party must be hwfidly staom. The person, by whom 
the oath was administered, must have competent authority to re- 
ceive it. No false swearing before individuals, acting merely in a 
private capacity, or before officers who have no legal jurisdiction 
to administer the oath in question, will amount to the offence 
of perjury. II 

5. The assertion must be absolute and positive. It is said to 
be- now setded, that if a man swears Ae believes that to be true 
which he knows to be false, he swears as positively, and b as 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. ^, s. 8. f 4 Bla. Com. 137. 

1 1 Mass. Laws, 490. § Stat 1790, chap. 42. 

II B Inst 1S6 ; 2 Chit C. L. 804. 
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criminal in point of laW| as if he had made a positive assertion 
that the fact was, as he swore he believed it to be.* 

6. The fcdsehaod must be material to the matter in quutian ; 
for if it be of no importance, though false, it will not be perjuiy, 
because, as it does not concern the issue, it is, in thb respect, 
extra-judicial,! idle, and insignificant As if, upon a trial, the 
witness being asked whether A. brought a certain number of 
sheep firom one town to another all together, answered that he 
did so, when in truth A. did not bring them all together, but part 
at one time and part at another ; such witness was not guilty of 
perjury, because the substance of the question was, whether A. 
did bring them at all or not, and the manner of bringing them 
was only a circumstance. In like manner, when a witness swore, 
that one drew his dagger, and beat and wounded a man, when in 
truth he beat him with a sta^ he was not guilty of perjury, be- 
cause the beating only was material.} These cases are put by 
Hawkins ; but see his reasoning as to the qualifications and ex- 
ceptions with which they are to be understood, in the same sec- 
tion ; and also in 2 Chit C. L. 305, 306, and 1 Hawk. b. 1, c. 
69, s. 8, note 3. 

In perjury, the accusation must be proved by two witnesses^ 
because if a person could be found guilty on the testimony of a 
single ^tness, there would be one oath against another.^ But it 
is said to be more reasonable, in all cases, to leave the evidence 
which the prosecutor can bring forward to the jury, who, under 
the direction of the court, will always be competent to decide on 
the degree of credibility which it deserves. || By the English 
authorities it appears, that the party prejudiced by the peijury 
cannot be admitted as a witness to prove it.lT But in this state, 
such party is admitted as a witness. 

Subornation of perjury j at common law, is the procuring 
another to commit legal peijury, who, in consequence of the per- 
suasion, takes the oath to which he has been incited. By the 

*2Chit C. L. S05; 8 WiUb. 427; lLeach,242. 

fS Inst. 167; Hawk. b. 1, c. 69, s. 8. ^ Id- 

§ 1 Chit C. L. 568, and authorities there cited. || Id. 

IT L. Raymond, 886 ; also see Hawk. b. 1, c 69, s. 9, note 4 ; Id. sec. 10. 
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Statute of this state against peijury and subarnation of perjury,* 
it is enacted, '^ that whoever shall commit subornation of per- 
jury, by procuring another person to commit wilful and corrupt 
peijury," shall suffer the same punishment, and be liable to the 
same ^^ disabilities, as those persons who commit the principal 
offence." And by the third section of this statute it is further 
provided, ^' that if any person shall wilfuU'y and corrupdy endeav- 
our to incite or procure another person to commit wilful and cor- 
rupt peijury as aforesaid, and the person so incited do not com- 
mii such perjury^ the person so corrupdy endeavouring to incite 
and procure the committing of perjury shaQ be punished by fine 
and imprisonment." 

The following are forms of complaints for the crimes of per- 
jury and subornation of perjury. 

For Perjury J by a WiinesSf on the TVial of an Issue in the Sit- 

preme Judicial Court, 

A. B. of B. iic.y upon his oath complains, that heretofore, to 
wit, at the Supreme Judicial Court, begun and holden at B. with- 
in and for the county of S., on the Tuesday of in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
two, in the said court, amongst the pleas of the said term, a cer- 
tain issue was duly joined in the said court, between C. D. the 
plaintiff, and E. F. the defendant, in a certain action of trespass 
for assault and battery and false imprisonment, which acdon be- 
fore that time had been commenced between the parties in that 
behalf, and was then pending in the Supreme Judicial Court 
aforesaid ; and that afterwards, to wit, at the sitting of said court, 
before the justices thereof, the same issue came on to be tried, 
and then and there was tried, in due form of law, by a jury of 
the said county of S., in that behalf duly empannelled and sworn 
between the said parties ; and that, upon the trial of the said is- 
sue, one G. H., late of in the county of laborer, 
did then and there, to wit, on the day of in the year 
aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county of S. aforesaid, appear, 
and was produced as a witness for and on behalf of said C. D. 
the plaintiff, and that the said 6. H. did then and there, before 
the said court, take his corporal oath, and was then and there 
duly sworn by the said court, that the evidence which he should 

• SUt. 1812, chap. 144. 
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give to the said court and jury, touching the matters in questioo 
on the said issue, should be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth ; the justices of said court having then and there 
sufficient and competent power and authority to administer the 
said oath to the said G. H. in that behalf; and then and there, 
upon the trial of said issue, it became a material question, wheth- 
er the said E. F. had struck the said C. D., or had dragged him 
by the hair of his head ; and that thereupon the said G. H., be- 
ing so produced and sworn as aforesaid, and being then and there 
lawfully required to depose the truth in a proceeding in a course 
of justice, devising and wickedly intending to cause a verdict to 
pass against the said E. F. and for the said C. D., on the trial 
of said issue, did then and there, before the said Supreme Judi- 
cial Court, faJsely, maliciously, wilfully, and corruptly, and by his 
own proper act and consent, depose, swear, and give evidence, 
amongst other things, to the jurors of the said jury, so sworn be- 
tween the parties aforesaid, in substance as follows, that the said 
E. F. the said defendant, dragged the plaintiff, the said C. D., 
by the hair of his head, on the ground, from his own door as far 
as Wilkinson the butcher's ; whereas m truth and in fact, the said 
E. F. did not drag the said C. D., by the hair of his head, from 
his own door as far as Wilkinson the butcher's ; and whereas in 
truth and in fact, the said E. F. did not drag the said C. D. by 
the hair of bis head at all. And so the said A. B., upon his 
oath aforesaid, doth say, that the said G. H., In manner and form 
aforesdd, and of his own most corrupt mind, did falsely, \)ricked- 
ly, wilfully, and corruptly commit wilful and corrupt perjury, to 
the great displeasure of Almighty God, to the manifest perver- 
sion of public justice ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore fac. 

Far Perjury J in an Anstoer sworn to before a Master in Chancery, 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c. heretofore, to wit, on &c. at &c., did 

exhibit his bill of complaint, in writing, against E. F., therein 
described, of said B., yeoman, in the Supreme Judicial Court of 
this Commonweakh, begun and held at W., within and for the 
county of W., on the Tuesday of in the year of 

&c. ; and the said C. D., in and by his said bill of com- 
plaint, among other things, stated and alleged, in substance, and 
to the effect following, to wit, [here insert that part of the biUj 
concerning which the perjury was committed,'] as in and by the 
said bill of complaint of the said C. D. remaimng filed of record. 
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ia the said Supreme Judicial Court, amongst other things, more 
fuUy appears. And the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
further complains, that the said E. F., the defendant, in the said 
bill of complaint, afterwards, that is to say, on the day of 

Sec., at said B., in the county of S., did come, in his 
own proper person, before 6. H. Esq., then and there being one 
of the masters in chancery of the said Supreme Judicial Court, 
and then and there did exhibit and produce to the said 6. H. 
Esq., the answer in wridng of him the said E. F. to the said bill 
of complaint, of the said C. D., entitled, " The answer of E. F. 
the defendant, to the bill of complaint of C. D., complainant ; " 
and the said £. F. was then and there sworn in due form of law, 
and took his corporal oath, touching and concerning the matters 
contained in his said answer by and before the said 6. H. Esq., 
he the said G. H. so then being one of the masters in chancery 
in the said Supreme Judicial Court, and then and there having 
sufficient and competent power and authority to administer an 
oath to the said E. F. iq that behalf; and that the said E. F., 
being so sworn as aforesaid, and being then and there lawfully 
required to declare and depose the truth in a proceeding in a 
course of justice, did, upon his oath aforesaid, concerning the 
matters contained in his said answer, before the said G. H. Esq., 
then as aforesaid being one of the masters in chancery of the 
said Supreme Judicial Court, then and there swear, that so much 
of the said answer of him the said E. F. as related to his own 
acts and deeds was true ; and that the said E. F., being so sworn 
as aforesaid, intending unjustly to aggrieve the said C. D., the 
said complainant as aforesaid, in his answer aforesaid, before the 
said G. H. Esq., he being then as aforesaid one of the masters 
in chancery in the said Supreme Judicial Court, and having suf- 
ficient and competent authority as aforesaid, falsely, knowingly, 
wilfully, and corruptly, by his own act and consent, upon his oath 
aforesaid, did answer, swear, and affirm, amongst other things, 
in substance as follows, that is to say, '^ and this defendant" 
(meaning himself the said E. F.) " says," [here insert verbatim 
that part of the answer^ relative to and comprising the part in 
lohick the perjury is alleged to have been committedy'] as by the 
said answer of him the said E. F. sdll remaining in the Supreme 
Judicial Court aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the county of S. 
aforesaid, amongst other things will appear ; whereas in truth 
and in fact, [then go on to negative the answer in the words of 
it^ and in every part of it which is alleged to be fabeJ] And so 
the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, says, that the said E. F. 
falsely and wickedly, wilfully and corrupdy, in manner and form 
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aforesaid, did commit wilful and corrupt perjury, to the great 
displeasure of Almighty God, to the great damage of him the 
said C. D. ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

Far Perjury J in Amwer to Interrogatories exhibited m Chan- 
cery. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that one C. D. 
heretofore, to wit, on did exhibit certain interrogatories, in 

writing, in the Supreme Judicial Court of this Commonwealth, 
begun and holden at B., within and for the county of S., on the 
Tuesday of in the year of iiCj in a certain 

case before that time commenced by bill of complaint, and then 
pending and at issue in the same court, after certain pleadings 
and proceedings had been had therein ; in which said suit one 
E. F. was complainant, and the said C. D. was respondent, io 
order that the said interrogatories might be administered, accor- 
ding to the course and practice of the said court in its chancery 
jurisdiction, to certain witnesses to be produced, sworn and ex- 
amined in the said cause, on the part and behalf of the said 
C. D., the said defendant therein, touching and concerning a 
certain written paper, purporting to contain an agreement for the 
lease of a certain house and premises therein mentioned, from 
the said E. F. to the said C. D. ; and that it became and was a 
material question in the said cause between the said parties, and 
to be deposed to by the said witnesss in answer to the said inter- 
rogatories, whetlier the said E. F. had declared that he would 
release the said C. D. from the said agreement, or had released 
him from the performance thereof; and in and by one of the in- 
terrogatories, exhibited as aforesaid, the said witnesses were in- 
terrogated as follows, that is to say, [here copy the interrogatories 
vnth necessary inuendosJ] And the said A. B., upon his oath 
aforesaid, further complains, that G. H. of in the county 

of yeoman, and one of the witnesses to whom the inter- 

rogatories in the said cause were to be, and were accordingly, 
afterwards, to wit, on at administered, then and 

there came in his own proper person before the said Supreme 
Judicial Court, and having seen and understood tlie said inter- 
rogatories, so exhibited in the said court as aforesaid, then and 
tliere before the said court, which court had then and there suffi- 
cient and competent power and authority to administer an oath 
to tlie said G. H. in tnat behalf, was duly sworn before the said 
court; and the said G. H. then and there, on his said oatli be- 
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fore the said court, being then and there required to depose the 
truth in a proceding in a course of justice, did swear, that he 
would make true answers to all such questions as should be ask- 
ed him by the said court or their order, upon the interrogatories 
aforesaid, at the time of his examination, and that he would speak 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, without fa- 
vor or affection to the said parties in the said cause ; and that the 
said 6. H. afterwards, to wit, on the day of was 

duly examined in the said court upon the said interrogatories ; 
and that the said G. H. intending unjustly to aggrieve the said 
E. F., the complainant aforesaid, did then and there, in his an- 
swer to the said fourth interrogatory, falsely, knowingly, wilfuDy, 
and corruptly, by his own act and consent, amongst other tilings, 
answer, swear, and affirm, in writing, as follows, that is to say, 
[here state the answer^ with necessary inuendos ;] as by the said 
answer of the said G. H. to the said fourth interrogatory remain- 
ing filed in the court aforesaid, will, amongst other things, fully 
appear ; whereas in truth and in fact, [then go on to negative the 
answer in all its parts, comprehending what is alleged to be 
false.^ And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, doth 
say, that the said G. H,, then and there, knowingly, wickedly, 
falsely, wilfully, and corrupdy, in manner and form aforesaid, did 
commit wilful and corrupt perjury ; to the great displeasure of 
Almighty (jod, against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided. Wherefore &c. 

For Perjury^ by a Bankrupt, in his Examination btfore the 
Commissioners in the Circuit Court of the United States. 

A. B. of B. Sic., upon his oath complains, that heretofore, to 
wit, on the day of in the year of our Lord one 

thousand eight hundred and three, a certain commission of bank- 
ruptcy, bearing date the same day and year aforesaid, founded 
upon the act of the congress of the United States, entitled " an 
act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States," was duly awarded and issued under the hand 
and seal of the honorable Richard Peters, judge of the District 
Court of the United States for the Pennsylvania District, against 
C. D., usually residing in the city of Philadelphia, in the said 
Pennsylvania District, using and exercising the trade and business 
of merchandise and tin manufacturer, and directed to Mahlon 
Dickerson, Thomas Cumpston, and John Sargent, Esqrs., (beine 
three of the general commissioners of bankruptcy, duly appointed 
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by the president of the said United States in the said Pennsylvania 
District,) and the said C. D. was thereupon, in due form of law, 
found, declared, and adjudged to be a bankrupt ; and that the said 
C. D., being so as aforesaid found, declared, and adjudged u> be 
a bankrupt, was, in due form of law, summoned and required to sur- 
render himself to the commissioners in the said commisaon named, 
or the major part of them, at the office of the commissioners in the 
county court-house, in the city of Philadelphia aforesaid, to be 
examined and make a full and true discovery and disclosure of 
the estate and effects, according to the directions of the act of 
congress aforesaid in such case made and provided ; and that the 
said C. D. did duly surrender himself to the said commissioners 
in the said commission named, or the major part of them, and 
did sign and subscribe such surrender, and submit to be exam- 
ined, from time to time, upon oath, by and before the said com- 
missioners, (NT the major part of them, touching and concerning 
bb estate and effects, according to the directions of the act of 
congress aforesaid, in such case made and provided ; and that 
the said C. D., on the said day of in the year afore- 

said, having come to the office aforesaid of the said conunission- 
ers, before the commissioners aforesaid, in the said commission 
named and authorized to take the examination of the said C. D., 
in order that he the said C. D. might and should make a full and 
true discovery and disclosure of his estate and effects, agreeably 
to the directions of the act of congress aforesaid, and then and 
there, by and before the said commissioners, in the said com- 
mission named as aforesaid, was duly sworn, and took his corpo- 
ral oath upon the holy Gospel of Almighty God, to make a full 
and true discovery and disclosure of his estates and efiects as 
aforesaid, (the said Mahlon Dickerson, Thomas Cumpston, and 
John Sargent, the commissioners aforesaid, then and there hav- 
ing competent authority to administer the said oath to the said 
C. D. in that behalf;) and that the said C. D., being so sworn 
as aforesaid, not regarding the act of congress aforesaid, nor the 
punishment therein provided for wilful and corrupt peijury, but 
fraudulently and wickedly devising and intending to avoid and 
suppress a full and true discovery and disclosure of his estate and 
effects, and to subvert truth itself, did then and there, to wit, on 
the said day of in the year aforesaid, at the office 

aforesaid of the commissioners aforesaid, in and upon his exam- 
ination aforesaid, taken by and before the said commissioners, in 
answer to an interrogatory, then and there duly administered to 
him the said C. D. in substance and to the effect foDowing, that 
is to say, [here insert the interrogatory^ with proper innendot^ 
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he the said C. D. being then and there lawfuUy required to de- 
pose the truth in a proceeding in a course of justice, did falsely, 
corruptly, knowingly, and wilfully depose, answer, and swear, in 
substance and to the effect following, that is to say, [here insert 
the antioer^ tmth proper inuendos ;] whereas, in truth and in fact, 
the said C. D. did not &;c. [here go on to negative the answer in 
the words in which it was given ;] and so the said A. B., upon his 
oath aforesaid, doth say, that the said C. D., in manner and form 
aforesaid, by his own act and consent, and of his own most wicked 
mind .and disposition, did falsely, wickedly, wilfully, and mali- 
ciously commit wilful and corrupt perjury ; to the great displea- 
sure of Almighty God, against die form of the act of congress 
in such case made and provided, and against the peace and dig- 
nity of the United States of America. Wherefore be. 

For Perjury J in a Complaint before a Magistrate. 

A. B. of B. kc.f upon his oath complains, that heretofore, to 
wit, on the day of &u^. at &^., one C. D. 

went before E. F. Esq., one of the iustices of the peace in and 
for the said county of duly and legally authorized to per- 

form and discharge the dudes of the said office, and then and 
there complained to the said justice, in due form of law, that one 
G. H. [here insert the comptaintjl which said complaint of the 
said C. D., on the said day of at said in the 

county aforesaid, came on to be heard, examined into, and tried, 
in due course of law, before the said E. F. Esq., justice of the 
peace as aforesaid ; and that thereupon, then and were, the said 
G. H. having personally appeared before the said E. F. Esq., 
such justice as aforesaid, to answer the matters and charges con- 
tained in said complaint, and being then and there personally 
present, and having heard the same complaint read to him by the 
sud E. F., such justice as aforesaid, he the said G. H. did then 
and there plead and allege, that he was not guilty of the said offence 
charged upon him in the said complaint ; and thereupon the said 
E. F., as such justice as aforesaid, proceeded to hear and deter- 
mine the matter of said complaint b the presence of the said 
G. H. ; and that at and upon the said hearing of the said matter of 
said complaint by the said E. F., as such justice as aforesaid, 
I. J. of in the county of laborer, appeared as a wit- 

ness in support of said complaint to and before the said E. F. 
Esq., and then and there as such witness, by and before the said 
E. F. Esq., such justice as aforesaid, was, in due form of law, 
sworn by the said E. F. Esq., to testify the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, relative to the complaint afore- 
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said, then and diere in bearing before tbe said justice ; (be tbe 
said F. F. Esq. then and there having sufficient and competent 
authority to administer an oath to the said I. J. in that benalf ;) 
and that the said L J., being so sworn as aforesaid, and being 
then and there lawfully required to depose the truth in a pro- 
ceeding in a course oi justice, wickedly devising and intending 
to subvert the truth, and maliciously and wrongfully intending and 
devisinc to cause the said 6. H. to be convicted of the offence 
charged and alleged against him in said complaint, then and there, 
at imd upon the hearing and trial of the said complaint, by and 
before the said E. F. Esq., as such Justice as aforesaid, did, as 
such witpess as aforesaid, on his oath as aforesaid, falsely, ma- 
liciously, wickedly, wilfully, and corruptly say, depose, swear, and 
give evidence to and before the said E. F. Esq., so bebg such 
justice, and as such justice so hearing the matter upon the com- 

J)laint aforesaid, amongst other things, in substance and to the e&ct 
bllowmg, that is to say, [here insert the false testimony in the 
words in which it was given ;] whereas, in truth and in fact, [here 
go on to negative the testimony in the words in which it was 
given.'\ And so the said A. £., upon his oath aforesaid, doth 
say, tliat the said I. J., then and there, by his own act and con- 
sent, and in manner and form aforesaid, did knowingly, falsely, 
wickedly, wilfully, and corrupdy commit wilful and corrupt per- 
jury; to the great displeasure of Almighty God, against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the iorm of the 
statute in such case made and prodded. Wherefore &€• 

For Perjury y inJUiating a Child j before a Justice of the Peace, 

A. B. of B. 8£c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of said 
B., single woman, on the day of at B. aforesaid, in 

the county aforesaid, was pregnant with child, and that the said 
child was likely to be born a bastard, and to be chargeable to the 
said town of B., in the county aforesaid ; and that the said C. D., 
so being pregnant with child as aforesaid, wickedly and malicious- 
ly intending and contriving, not only to deprive one E. F. of his 
good name, fame, and reputation, and to put the said E. F. to 
great trouble and expense, but also falsely to charge the said 
E. F. with begetting her with child, and being the father of said 
child, of which she was then pregnant, on tbe day of 

at aforesaid, in her own proper person, went 

before G. H. Esq., then being one of the justices of the peace 
in and for the county aforesaid, duly and legaUy authorized and 
empowered to discharge and perform the duties of said office, 
and having sufficient and competent power and authority to ad- 



PERJcr&T. 353 

mbister an oath, and take the examination of her the said C. D. 
hereinafter mentioned, then and there the said C. D. was duly 
sworn before the said G. H. Esq., being such justice as afore- 
said, and the said C. D. being then and there lawfully required 
to depose the truth in a proceeding in a course of justice, did 
then and there, upon her oath aforesaid, before the said G. H. 
Esq. as aforesaid, wilfuUy, and of her own free will and accord, 
falsely, wickedly, and corrupdy say, depose, swear, and give in 
her exanunation, in writing, and under oath, as follows, to wit ; 
^^ the voluntary examination of C. D. of &c., who saith " 

[here insert the examination veriatim ;] whereas, in truth and in 
fact, the said E. F. was not, nor is the father of said child, with 
which the said C. D. was then pregnant, nor of any other child 
of the body of the said C. D. And so the said A. B., upon his 
oath aforesaid, doth say, that the said C. D., in manner and form 
aforesaid, wickedly, wilfully, falsely, and corruptly did commit 
wilful and corrupt peijury ; to the great displeasure of Almighty 
God, against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &;c. 

Far Perjury^ in giving Evidence on the TVtoZ of an Issue on an 

jhdictmentfor Perjury. 

A. B. of B., in the coun^ of S., yeoman, upon his oath com- 
plains, that at die Supreme Judicial Court of the said Common- 
wealth, begun and holden at B., within and for the county of S., 
on the first Tuesday of November, in the year of our Liord one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty, before the honorable Isaac 
Parker Esq., then and now chief justice of the said court, a cer- 
tain issue, in due manner joined m the said court, between the 
Commonwealth aforesaid and one C. D., upon a certain indict- 
ment then depending against the said C. D. for wilful and cor- 
rupt perjury, came on to be tried, and was then and there, in 
due form of law, tried by a certain jury of the country, in due 
manner returned, impannelled, and sworn for that purpose ; and 
that at and upon the trial of said issue, one E. F., late of B., 
in the county aforesaid, laborer, did then and there appear, and 
was produced as a witness for and on behalf of the said Common- 
wealth, and against the said C. D. upon the trial of the said issue, 
and the said E. F. was then and there duly sworn, as such wit* 
ness as aforesaid, before the said Isaac Parker Esq., chief justice 
as aforesaid, that the evidence which he should give to the court 
and jury, between the said Commonwealth and the said C. D., 

45 
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die defendant, on the issue then dependmg, abould be the troth, 
die whole truth, and nodiing but the truth, (the said Isaac Parker 
Esq., the said chief justice, then and there havbg sufficient and 
competent power and authority to administer the said oath to the 
said E. F.in that behalf;) and the said E. F., being so sworn as 
aforesaid, it then and there, upon the trial of the said issue, be- 
came and was a material inauiry, whether [here Hate the several 
material questiaru,'] And the said A. B., upon his oath afore- 
said, further complains, that the said E. F. maliciously ai)d cor- 
rupdy intending to injure and aggrieve the said C. &., and to 
cause and procure him to be convicted of the wilful and corrupt 
perjury, whereof he then stood indicted as aforesaid, and to sub- 
ject him to the pains, penaldes, and punishments of the laws of 
thk Commonwealth inflicted on persons convicted of that crime, 
and being then and there lawfully required to depose the truth 
in a proceeding in a course of justice, then and there, on the 
trial aforesaid of the said issue, upon his oath aforesdd, before 
the said Isaac Parker Esq., chief justice as aforesaid, falsely, 
wickedly, knowingly, wilfully, and corrupdy did say, depose, 
swear, and give evidence, amongst other things, in substance, 
and to the effect following, that is to say, [here set out the evi- 
dence ;] whereas, in truth and in fact, the said C. D. did not 
[here assign the perjury j by n^ativing the false evidence given by 
Vie witnessJ] And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
dodi say, that the said E. F. falsely, wickedly, wUfully, and cor^ 
ruptly, by his own voluntary act and consent, and of his own 
wicked mind and disposition, did then and there, in manner and 
form aforesaid, commit wilful and corrupt peijury ; to the great 
displeasure of Almighty God, against the peace of said Common- 
wealdi, and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. Wherefore &c. 

Far Perjury f an a TMal in the Supreme Judicial Court in a 

civil Action. 

A. B. of B., in the countv of S., upon his oath complains, that 
heretofore, to wit, at the Supreme Judicial Court, begun and 
holden at B., widiin and for the said county of S., on the 
Tuesday of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 

hundred and twenty before the honorable I. P. Esq., then 

chief jusdce of the same court, a certain issue duly joined in the 
said court, between one C. D. and one E. F., in a certain plea of 
trespass, came on to be tried in due form of law, and was then 
and there tried by a certain jury of the country, duly sununoned, 
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impannelled, and sworn between the parties aforesaid ; and that, 
upon the said trial, 6. H. of said B., yeoman, appeared as a wit- 
ness on the behalf of the said E. F., the defendant, and was 
duly sworn, and took bis oath before the said L P., chief justice 
as aforesaid, to speak the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, touching the matters in issue on the said trial, he the 
said I. P. having sufficient and competent power and authority 
to adminbter the said oath to the said G. H. in that behalf; and 
that, at and upon the said trial, certab questions became and 
were material, in substance as follows, that is to say, [here state 
the material qtiestions ;] and that the said £. F., being so sworn 
as aforesaid, and being then and there lawfully required to de- 
pose the truth m a proceeding in a course of justice, at and upon 
the said trial at the court aforesaid, then and there falsely, wil- 
fully, voluntarily, and corrupdy did say, depose, and swear, 
among other things, in substance and to the effect following, that 
is to say, [here state the evidence with proper inuendos ; ] where- 
as, in truth and in fact, [here assi^ the perjury by negativing 
the evidence,"] And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
doth say, that the said G. H., in manner and form aforesaid, 
did commit wilful and corrupt peijury ; to the great displeasure 
of Almighty God, against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided. Wherefore be. 

For Perjury^ on the Trud of an Issue in an Actum of As- 
sumpsit* 

A. B. of 8cc., upon his oath complains, that at the Supreme 
Judicial Court of said Commonwealth, begun and holden at 
within and for tbe county of on the Tues- 

day of in the year of our Lord be. before the hon- 

orable I. P. Esq., then being chief justice of the said court, a 
certain issue duly joined in the said court, between one C. D. 
and one E. F. in a certain plea of the case upon promises, al- 
leged by the said C. D. to have been made by him the said E. F. 
and not performed, in which the said C. D. was plaindff, and the 
said E. F. was defendant, came on to be tried m due form and 
course of law, and was then and there tried by a certain jury 
of the country in that behalf, duly summoned, impannelled, and 
sworn between the parties aforesaid ; and that u{X)n the trial of 
the said issue so joined between the parties aforesaid, G. H., 
late of in the county of yeoman, appeared as a wit- 

ness for and on behalf of the said C. D., the plaintiff, in the plea 
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abovementioiied, and was duijr sworn and look •Us oalh befbte 
die said I. P., chief justice as aforesaid of the said Su|Hneiiie 
Judicial Court, to sf^k the truth, the ^sbole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, touchmg and concerning the matters ui question in 
the said issue, he the said L P., cliief justice as aforesaid, then 
and there having competent authority to administer the said oath 
to the said G. H. io that behalf; and that upon the trial of the 
said issue, so ioined between the parties aforesaid, certain ques- 
tions then and there became ana were material, that is to say, 
\here state the material qiiettUms;\ and the said G. H., being so 
sworn as aforesaid, and being then and there lawfully required to 
depose the truth in a proceedmg in a course of justice, lalsely, 
wickedly, wilfully, comipdy, and maliciously contrivmg and in- 
tending, as much as b him lay, to prevent justice and pervert the 
due course of law, and to cause a verdict to pass against the said 
E. F. on the trial of the said issue, and thereby to subject him 
to the payment of sundry heavy costs, charges, and ejqpenses, 
then and there falsely, wickedly, wilfully, and corrupdy, and b^ 
his own act and consent, did say, depose, swear, and ^ve evi- 
dence, among other thii^, to and before the said jurors, so sworn 
to try the said issue as aforesaid, and to and befcnre the chief jus- 
tice aforesaid, in substance and to the eflfect foUowing, that is to 
say, [here nt out the false testinumy with proper vmunios;^ 
whereas, in truth and in fact, [here assign the perjury by n^Or 
tiving the false testimony.'] And so the said A.^., upon his oath 
aforesaid, doth say, that the said G. H. then and there falsely, 
wickedly, wilfuUy, and corrupdy, and by his own voluntary act, 
and of his own wicked mind and disposition, in manner and form 
aforesaid, did commit wilful and corrupt perjury ; to the great 
displeasure of Almighty Grod, in evil example to others to ofieod 
in like case, against the peace of the said Commonweahh, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro* 
vided. Wherefore &c« 

For Perjury^ in taking the Poor Debtors^ Oath^ ifC. 

S. C. A. of &c., upon his oath complains, that by the 

consideration of the justices of the Circuit Court of Common 
Pleas for the Middle Circuit, holden at Boston, within and for 
the county of SujflTolk, on the last Tuesday of December, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twelve, the 
said S. C. A. and one J. B. recovered judgment agabst J. T. of 
M. in the county of W. aforesaid, trader, for the sum of four 
hundred and fifty-seven dollars and seven cents, damage, and 
twenty-five dollars and fifteen cents, costs of suit ; and that af- 
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terwards, to wit, on the fifteenth day of January, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and thirteen, execution of 
said judgment then remaining to be done, they the said S. C. A. 
and J. B. purchased out their writ of execution from the 
clerk's office of the said Circuit Court of Common Pleas for the 
Middle Circuit, directed to the sheriff of the said county of W. 
or his deputy, and commanding them or either of them, that of 
the goods, chattels, or lands of the said J. T., within their pre- 
cinct, they cause to be paid and satisfied unto the said S. C. A. 
and the said J. B., at the value thereof in money, the aforesaid 
sums being four hundred and eighty-two dollars and twenty-two 
cents, in the whole, with twenty-five cents more for that writ, and 
thereof also to satisfy himself lor his own fees ; and for want of 
goods, chattels^ or lands, of the said J. T., to be by said T. 
diown unto him to the acceptance of the said S. C. A. and J. B., 
or found within his said precinct, to satisfy the sums aforesaid, 
the said sheriff or his deputy was therein commanded to take 
the body of the said J. T., and him commit to the gaol in W., in 
the said county of W., and detain in his custody within the said 
gaol, until he pay the full sums above mentioned, with his the 
said sheriff's or his deputy's fees, or that he be discharged by 
the said S. C. A. and J. B., the creditors, or otherwise by order 
of law ; and the said sheriff or his deputy was therein command- 
ed to make return of said writ, with his doings therein, into the 
said Circuit Court of Common Pleas, to be holden at B., with- 
in the county of S. aforesaid, on the fourth Tuesday of March 
then next ; and the said S. C. A. and J. B. then and there de- 
livered the same writ of execution to one A. B., then and ever 
since one of the deputy sheriff for the said county of W., to be 
by him served in due course of law; and that the said A. B., 
deputy sheriff as aforesaid, afterwards, to wit, on the eighteenth 
day of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirteen, and before the said writ of execution was re- 
turnable, for want of goods, chattels, or lands, of the said J. T., 
found within his precinct, or shown to him by said J. T., arrested 
the body of the said J. T., and him committed to the Common- 
wealth's gaol in W., in the county of W. aforesaid, as by the said 
writ of execution he was commanded. And the said S. C. A., 
upon his oath aforesaid, further complains, that afterwards, to wit, 
on the eighteenth day of March, in the year of our Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighteen, he the said J. T. then standing 
committed as aforesaid, by force of the writ of execution afore- 
said, then and there did complain, by a writing under his hand, to 
N. H., under-keeper of the said gaol m W., in the county of W. 
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aforesaid, thatbe had not esUte suffideDt to support himself in 
prison, and requested the said N. H. to make application to some 
justice of the peace in said county of W. for a notification to his 
said creditors, at whose suit he was committed, signifying his de- 
sire to take the benefit of the law provided in behalf of poor 
prisoners ; and thereupon the said N. H., the under-keeper of 
the gad aforesaid, did then and there apply in writing to A. L. 
Esq., one of the jusdces of the peace within and for the said 
coun^ of W., therein signifying the complaint aforesaid of the 
said J. T. ; and thereupon, on the said eighteenth day of March, 
in the year last aforesaid, the said A. L. made out a notificaUon 
m writi^, under his hand and seal, directed to the said S. C. A. 
and J. B., in which he idgnified to them, the creditors aforesaid, 
the desire of the said J. T. to take the privilege and benefit al- 
kwed in and by *^ an act entided an act for the relief of poor 
prisoners committed by execution for debt," and therein notified 
them of the time and place appointed for the intended caption of 
the oath prescribed by the statute in such case made and provid- 
ed, which notification was then and there, on the day and year 
last aforesaid, duly served on the said S. C. A. and said J. B. 
thirty days before the time appointed for the caption of the oath 
aforesaid. And the said S. C. A., upon his oath aforesaid, fur* 
ther complains, that afterwards, on the twenty-second day of 
April, in the year last aforesaid, at the gaol aforesaid, in the coun- 
ty of W. aforesaid, (being the time and place appointed in said 
notification for the caption of the oath aforesaid,) A. L. and 
W. C. W. Esqrs., two of the iustices of the peace within and 
for the said county of W., each of whom was then of the quo' 
rumf and disinterested and not related either to the said creditors 
or the debtor, did assemble and call before them the said J. T. 
for the purpose of hearing and examining the said J. T., and 
administering to him the oath aforesaid ; and that he the said 
J. T. did then and there appear before the said two last mention- 
ed justices, (they the same two justices of the quorum then and 
there having sufficient and competent power and authority to ad- 
minister die said oath to the said J. T. in tiiat behalf,) and diat 
he the said J. T. wickedly intending by color and pretext of the 
acts and statutes of the said Commonwealth to deceive and de- 
fi'aud the said S. C. A. and J. B., his creditors aforesaid, of their 
just debt aforesaid, then and there, to wit, on the twenty-second 
day of April, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and eighteen, with force and arms, at W. aforesaid, in the 
county of W. aforesaid, at the eaol aforesaid, before the two 
justices of the qiUMrum aforesaid, falsely, wilfiiDy, maliciously, and 
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eomiptljr did swear, depose, and declare, on oath, in the words 
following, to wit, '^ I, J. T., do solemnly swear before Almighty 
God, that I have not any estate, real or personal, in possession, 
reversion, or remainder, sufficient to support myself in prison, or 
to pay prison charges, except the goods and chattels by law ex- 
empted from attachment and execution ; and that I have not, 
since the commencement of this suit against me, or at any other 
time, directly or indirectly, sold, leased, or otherwise conveyed, 
or disposed of to, or intrusted any person or persons whomsoever, 
with all or any part of the estate, real or personal, whereof I 
have been*the lawful owner or possessor, with any intent or design 
to secure the same, or to receive, or to expect any profit or ad- 
vantage therefor, or have caused or have suffered to be done any 
thing else whatsoever, whereby any of my creditors may be de- 
frauded ; so help me God : " and that after the taking of the 
said oath, the two justices of the quorum aforesaid made their 
certificate thereof to the said under-keeper of the gaol aforesaid, 
who thereupon then and there discharged the said J. T. from the 
gaol aforesaid to go at large ; whereas, in truth and in fact, after 
the commencement of the said suit against the said J. T. by the 
said S. C. A. and J. B., and before the taking of the said oath, 
and during the confinement of the said J. T. on the execution 
aforesaid, to wit, on the seventeenth day of April, in the vear of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and tiiirteen, he the said 
J. T* conveyed away a large and valuable real estate, lying in M., 
in the county aforesaid, consisting of ten acres and one hundred 
and thirteen rods of land, to one A. T., his brother, with intent 
to secure the same to, and in trust for his own use, and defraud 
his just creditors thereof; and which said estate and the full value 
thereof, after his taking the oath aforesaid, he received to his own 
use, and that he the said J. T., at the time of his taking the oath 
aforesaid, had a number of outstanding good and bond fide debts 
due to him on notes and accounts, and other personal estate in 
his possession and control, and which, after his taking the oath 
aforesaid, he collected and recovered to his own use and benefit, 
to the amount of four hundred dollars. And so the said S. C. A., 
upon his oath aforesaid, doth say, that the said J. T., on the said 
twenty-second day of April, in the year of pur Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighteen, at W. aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, on his oath aforesaid, before the two justices of the 
quorum aforesaid, by his own act and concent, and of his own 
wicked and corrupt mind and disposition, in manner and form 
aforesaid, falsely, wickedly, wilfully, and corrupdy did commit 
wilful and corrupt perjury ; to tiiie great displeasure of Almighty 
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God, in ev3 and pernicious example in others in Kke case to of- 
fend, against the peace of the Commonwealth aforesaid, and con* 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provid- 
ed.* Wherefore kc. 

The following are the forms of complaints for the crime of 
subornation of peijury. 

Far Subamaticn of Perjury^ by procuring a Woman to swear a 
Bastard Child upon an innocent Jlfan.f 

A* B. of Sec., upon his oath complains, that one C. D. 

of &c., single woman, on the day of now last 

past, at B. aforesaid, was pregnant with child> and that said child 
was likely to be bom a bastard, and be chargeable to the said 
town of B. in the said county of S. ; and that on the said 
day of aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, E. F. of B., in the coun- 

ty of S., yeoman, being a person of an evil mind and disposition, 
and wickedly and maliciously contriving and intending to deprive 
one G. H., not only of his good name, fame, and reputation, and 
to put him to great trouble and expense, but also to cause the said 
G. H. to be fabel^ charged with begetting the said C. D. with 
child, and with bemg the father of said child with which the said 
C. D. was then and there pregnant as aforesaid, did falsely, 
wickedly, knowingly, wilfully, and corruptly solicit, suborn, and 
procure the said C. D. to go before I. J. Esq., then and still one 
of the justices of the peace in and for the said county of S., du- 
ly and legalty empowered and qualified to discharge and perfonn 
the duties of said office, and make oath that the said G. H. was 
the father of the said child, with which she was then pregnant ; 
and that in consequence, and by the means, encouragement, and 
effects of the said wicked and corrupt subornation and procure- 
ment of die said E. F., she the said C. D. afterwards, to virit, on 
the same day of in the year aforesaid, at said B., in 

the county aforesaid, did go in her proper person before the 
said I. J. Esq., being such justice as aforesaid, and having then 
and there sufficient and competent power and authority to 
administer an oath and take the examination of the said 
C. D. hereinafter mentioned; and the said C. D. was then 
and there sworn before the said I. J. Esq.; and the said 

* This precedent is taken from an indictment drawn by the present Attorney 
General of Massachusetts. 

t This precedent is drawn upon the statute of Massachusetts. It is also good 
at common lawv— 2 Chit C. L. 476» 476. 
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C. D. being so sworn as aforesaid, and being then and there law- 
fully required to depose the truth in a proceeding in a course of 
justice, by the means and in consequence of the said wicked 
solicitation, subornation, and procurement of the said £. F., did 
then and diere, upon her oath aforesaid, before the said I. J., 
being such justice as aforesaid, falsely, wickedly, wilfully, and 
corruptly say, depose, and swear, and give in her examination, in 
writing, and under oath, as follows, [here com and insert the ex- 
amination verbatim^ tnth proper inuendos ; J whereas, in truth 
and in fact, the said E. F., at tlie time of soliciting, suborning, 
and procuring the said C. D. corruptly and falsely to swear as 
aforesaid, well knew that the said G. H. was not the father of 
the said child, with which she was then pregnant as aforesaid. 
And so the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, doth complain 
and say, that the said E. F., then and there, in manner and form 
aforesaid, did falsely, knowingly, wilfully, and corruptly commit 
subornation of peijury, by wUfidly, falsely, knowingly, and cor- 
ruptly suborning and procuring the said C. D. to commit wilful 
and corrupt peijury, in and by her oath aforesaid, in manner and 
form aforesaid; to the great displeasure of Almighty Grod, 
against the peace and dignity of tne said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided. Wherefore &c. 

JPor endeavoring to suborn a Person to give Evidence on the 
Trial of an Issue in the Supreme Judicial Court.* 

A. B. of Sic., upon his oath complains, that at the 

Supreme Judicial Court, begun and holden at B., within and , for 
the county of S., on the Tuesday of in the year of 

our Lord one thousand eight hundred and two, before Isaac Par- 
ker Esq., the chief justice of the said court, a certain issue duly 
joined in the said court between one C. D. and one E. F. in a 
certain plea of trespass, wherein it was alleged, in substance, that 
the said E. F. had, with force and arms, assaulted, beat, bruised, 
wounded, and ill-treated the said C. D., in which the said C. D. 
'was plaintiff and the said E. F. was defendant, came on to be 
tried in due form of law, and was then and there tried by a cer- 
tain jury of the country in that behalf duly summoned, taken, 
irapannelled, and sworn between the parties aforesaid ; and that 
beK>re the trial of the said issue, and during the time the same 
was pending, to wit, on the day of at B. aforesaid, 

* Cr. Cir. Comp. 687. This precedent is dntwn on the ttatate of Massachu- 
setts before cited, but it concludes also at common law. 

46 
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in the county aforesaid, G. H. of in the county aforesaid, 

grocer, wickedly contriving and intending, as much as in him lay, 
to prevent justice and pervert the due course of law, and intend- 
ing unjustly to aggrieve the said E. F., the defendant above nam- 
ed, and wickedly, to cause and procure the said E. F. to be found 
guilty of the premises alleged against him in the said issue, and 
thereby to subject him to the payment of large sums of money 
for the payment of damages and costs to be recovered against 
him in the suit aforesaid, then and there, on the same day and 
year last aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in the said county of S., did 
unlawfully and wickedly solicit, instigate, and, as much as in him 
lay, wilfully and corruptly endeavour to persuade and procure 
one I. J. to be and appear as a witness on the part and behalf of 
the said C. D., the plaintiff aforesaid, at the trial of said issue, 
so as aforesaid joined, and, upon the same trial, to commit wilful 
and corrupt peijury, by falsely swearing and giving in evidence 
to and before the jurors of the jury aforesaid, so sworn between 
the parues aforesaid to try the said issue, in substance and to the 
efl^ct following, that is to say, there insert the evidence ivhieh the 
party tms instigated to give^ wUh proper inuendos, ^ necessary ;] 
whereas, in truth and in fact, [here assign the perjury intended to 
he committed^ by negativing the false evidence intended to be 
given ;] in manifest subversion of Justice, against the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore &c. 
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Piracy, or robbery upon the high seas, is an offence against 
the universal law of society. As the pirate has renounced all 
the benefits of society and government, and has reduced himself 
to the savage state of nature by declaring war against all man- 
kind, all mankind must declare war against him.* Piracy, by 
common law, is the committing of those acts of robbery and de- 
predation upon the high seas, which, if committed upon the land, 
would amount to felony thereof 

• 4 Bla, Com. 71. f 1 Hawk. P. C. 100. 
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By the 8th section of the act of the CSongress of the 
United States, passed the 30th of Aprili 1790,^ made ^^ for the 
punishment of certain crimes against the United States," it is 
enacted, " that if any person or persons shall commit, upon the 
high seas, or in any river, haven, basin, or bay, out of the juris- 
diction of any particular state, murder or robbery, or any other 
offence, which, if committed within the body of a county, would, 
by the laws of the United States, be punishable with death ; or 
if any captain or mariner of any ship or other vessel, shall pirati- 
cally and feloniously run away with such ship or vessel, or any 
goods or merchandise, to the value of fifty dollars ; or yield up 
such ship or vessel voluntarily to any pirate ^ or if any seaman 
shall lay violent hands upon his commander, thereby to* hinder 
and prevent his fighting in defence of his ship or goods commit- 
ted to his trust, or shall make a revolt in the ship," he shall suffer 
death. And it is provided in the same section of the act, that 
the trial of crimes, committed on the high seas, or in any place 
out of the jurisdiction of any particular state, shall be in the dis- 
trict where the offender is apprehended, or into which he may 
first be brought. By the 9th and iOth sections of the same act, 
persons committing piracy, under color of any commission from 
a foreign prince or state, or on pretence of authority from any 
person ; and also accessaries to a piracy before the fact, are to 
be punished with death; and by the 11th section of the same 
act, accessaries to a piracy after the fact, are to be punished by 
fine and imprisonment. • 

By the 33d section of the act of the Congress of the United 
States ^' to establish the judicial courts of the United States,"f it 
is thus enacted : '^ that for any crime or offence against the Uni- 
ted States, the offender may, by any justice or judge of the 
United States, or by any justice of the peace, or other magistrate 
of any of the United States, where he may be found, agreeably 
to the usual mode of process against offenders in such state, and 
at the expense of the United States, be arrested and imprisoned, 
or bailed, as the case may be, for trial before such court of the 

* I United States Laws, 102. f Id. 72. 



364 rnucT. 
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United States, as by this act has cognizance of die cSeoce, and 
copies of the process shall be returned as i^edily as may be, 
into the clerk's office of such court, together with the recogni- 
sances of the witnesses for their appearance to testify in the 
case ; which recognisances the magistrate, before whom the ex- 
amination shall be, may require, on pain of imprisonment.'' 

It appears by the act last abore cited, that justices of the 
peace, in the several states, have the same powers as to exam- 
ining, bailing, or committing offenders against the laws of the 
United States, that they have and may exercise in their own 
particular states. The examinations, and other proceedings 
against these offenders, are generally before the Circuit or Dis- 
trict Judge of the United States, when they reside within a rea- 
sonable distance from the place where the offenders are arrested 
or first brought into the United States ; but when that is not the 
case, justices of the peace are required to discharge these duties. 
It is to be observed, that when justices of the peace issue their 
processes upon this law, against offenders, for the breach of the 
laws of the United States, they must make out and issue their 
processes and precepts " in the name of the United States," and 
not in the name of the state within which they reside. It has 
been so decided in the Circuit Court of the United States in 
Massachusetts. 

The following are forms of complaints for the crime of piracy. 

Against severSy for piraticatty attackingy takings and carrying 
away a Ship^ and certain Goods on board the same. 

United States of America. 

Massachusetts District. To one of the Justices of the Peace within 

and for the County of Suffolk, in the State of Massachusetts, and within the 
Massachusetts District. 

A. B. of B., within the District aforesaid, mariner, upon his oath 
complains, that C. D., late of said B., mariner, [and eight others^ 
with the like additions^ on with force and arms, upon the 

high sea, out of the jurisdiction of any particular state, did piratical- 
ly and feloniously set upon, board, break, and enter a certain mer- 
chant ship, called the Grovernor Strong, then being a ship belong- 
ing exclusively to citizens of the United States, to the said A. B., 
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the complamant, as yet unknown, and then and there piratically and 
feloniously did assault certain mariners, whose names to the said 
A. B. are also yet unknown, in the same ship, and in the peace 
of the said United States then and there bemg ; and did then 
and there, upon the high sea aforesaid, out of the jurisdiction of 
any particular state, piratically and feloniously put the said mari- 
ners in great fear and bodily danger of their lives ; and the said 
merchant ship, and the apparel and tackle of the same, of the 
value of three thousand dollars, together with seventy chests of 
opium, of the value of five thousand dollars, then being in and 
on board the same ship, of the goods and chattels of certain 
citizens of the United States, to the said A. B. yet unknown ; 
and then and there upon the high sea aforesaid, out of the juris- 
diction of any particular state, being under the care and custody, 
and in the possession of the mariners aforesaid, they the said 
C. D. [and the others, naming themj"] from the care, custody, 
and possession of the mariners aforesaid, then and there, to wit, 
upon the high sea aforesaid, out of the jurisdiction of any particu- 
lar state, piratically, feloniously, and by force and violence, and 
against the will of the mariners aforesaid, did steal, rob, take, and 
run away with ; against the peace of said United States, and 
contrary to the form of the statute thereof, in such case made 
and provided. And the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
further complains, and gives the said justice to be mformed, that 
the said C. D. [and the others^ naming them,^ the offenders afore- 
said, were first Drought into B. aforesaid, in the said district of 
Massachusetts, after the commission of said offence ; and that 
the said district of Massachusetts is the district into which they 
were first brought. Wherefore Ssc. 

Far piratically running away with a Vessel, by the Mariners of 

the same Vessel. 

A. B. of B., aforesaid 8cc., upon his oath complains, that 
C. D. and [ten others, naming them, and giving to each his prop- 
er addition^ on the day of Sic., they the said C. D. 

[and- the others'] then being mariners of, in, and on board a cer- 
tain vessel of £e said United States, called the Plattsburg, be- 
longing and appertaining exclusively to certain citizens of the 
said United States, (whose names to the said A. B. are as yet 
unknown,) with force and arms, at and upon the high sea, out of 
the jurisdiction of any particular state, in and on board of the 
said vessel, whereof one W. H. was then and there master and 
commander ; the same vessel, and the tackle, apparel, and furni- 
ture thereof, of the value of ten thousand dollars, and certain 
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goods and mercfaandifle, to wit, [here itaU the artidei^ and allege 
the value of eaehj'] all being then and there the goods, and chat- 
tels, and property of certain citizens of the United States, to the 
said A. B. as yet unknown, then and there being laden on board 
said vessel, called the Plattsburg ; then and there upon the high 
sea aforesaid, out of the jurisdiction of any particular state, with 
force and arms as aforesaid, piratically and leloniously did steal, 
take, and run away with ; ihej the said C. D. [and the others^'] 
being then and there mariners of the said vessel, and in and on 
board thereof, upon the high sea aforesaid, and out of the juris- 
diction of any particular state ; against die peace of the said 
United States, and contrary to the form of the statute of the 
Congress of the said United States in such case made and pro- 
vided. [Then go on to allege that the offenders toere first 
brought intOj or first arrested in this district, as in the conclusion 
of we preceding precedent^]* Wherefore be. 



POLYGAMY. 

PoLTOAMT, corruptly called bigamy, is the offence of having a 
plurality of wives at once.f By the statute of this Common- 
wealth of 17th of February, 1785,J it is enacted, " that if any 
person within this Commonwealth, being married, or who hereaf- 
ter shall marry, shall marry any person, the former husband or 
wife being alive, or who shall continue to live so married," such 
person shall suffer the infamous punishments mentioned in the 
statute. In this act there are three provisos, creating excep- 
tions to its general provisions. 1. That it shall not extend to any 
person whose husband or wife shall be continually remaining be- 
yond sea, by the space of seven years together ; or whose hus- 
band or wife shall absent him or herself the one from the other, 

* The two foregoing precedents may be adapted to all the other cases which 
are contemplated, or which may occur under the act of congress for the'pun- 
ishment of piracy, using in the forms the precise words of the statute which are 
applicable to the case. 

t4Bla. Com. 163. See aUo 1 Hale, 692, 693, 694; Hawk. b. 2, c. 24; 
I East, P. C. 464. 

X Stat 1784, chap. 40. 
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by the space of seven years together ; the one of them, in either 
case, not knowing -the other to be alive within that time. 2. That 
the act, or any thing therein contained, shall not extend to the 
wife of any married man, who shall willingly absent himself from 
his said wife, by the space of seven years together, without mak- 
ing suitable provision for her support and maintenance in the 
mean time, if it shall be in his power so to do. 3. That 
the act, or any thing therein contained, shall not extend to any 
person that is or shall be, at the time of such marriage, divorced, 
by sentence of any court whatsoever, which has or may have 
legal jurisdiction for that purpose, unless such person is the guilty 
cause of such divorce ; nor to any person for or by reason of any 
former marriage had or made, or hereafter to be had or made, 
within the age of consent. And the statute further enacts, that 
the offenders may be tried and punished in the county where they 
may be apprehended, in the same manner as if the offence had 
been committed in such county. The provisions of this statute 
appear to be similar, as to the offence and the exceptions to it, as 
those of the ancient English statutes relative to (he same offence^ 
but not as to the punishment. By the statute of 1 James I. 
polygamy was made a capital offence ; but by a recent statute of 
35 Geo. III. the same penalties are to be inflicted for polygamy 
as in cases of petit larceny ! ! ! 

Form of a Complaint for Polygamy, 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&x^., on the day of at B. in the coun^ afore- 

said, did marry one E. F., spinster, and the said E. F. tnen and 
there had for his wife ; and that the said C. D. afterwards, to 
wit, on the day of &c. at B. aforesaid, in the coun- 

^ aforesaid, did marry and take to wife one I. J., widow, and to 
die said I. J. was then and there married ; the said E. F., his 
former wife, being then and there living and in full life ; against 
the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of 
the statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore &;c. 
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SELLING UNWHOLESOME PROVISIONS. 

The sale of ** diseased, corrupted, contagious, or unwholesome 
provisions, whether for meat or drink, knowing the same, without 
making it known to the buyer,'' is severely punished by a stat- 
ute of this Commonwealth, passed the 8th of March, 1785.* 

The giving of any person unwholesome victuals, not fit for 
man to eat, for the sake of gain, or from malice or deceit, is un- 
doubtedly a misdemeanor at common law, and an indictable of- 
fence.f It is not necessary to set forth in the complaint what 
the materials were, which rendered the provisions noxious or un- 
wholesome ; nor is it necessary to allege, that the defendant in- 
tended to injure the health of the party to whom the unwhole- 
some provisions were sold.]; 

Form of a Complaint for selling unwholesome Provisions : On 
the Statute of Massachusetts above quoted. 

A. B. of Sec., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

&;c., on the day of &zic., at B. aforesaid, in 

the county aforesaid, being an evilly disposed person, from mo- 
tives of avarice and filthy lucre, was induced to sell, and did sell 
to one E. F. a certain quantity of diseased, corrupted, conta- 
gious, and unwholsome provisions for meat ; that is to say, one 
hundred pounds weight of diseased, corrupted, contagious, and 
unwholesome beef, knowing the same to be diseased, corrupted, 
contagious, and unwholesome, without making it known to him 
the said E. F., the buyer thereof; to the great damage of him 
the said E. F., against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided. Wherefore 8ic. 

• Stat. 1784, chap. 50. f 2 East, P. C, 822. t » M. & S. 16, 
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RAPE, 

THE UNLAWFUL CARNAL KNOWLEDGE OF FEMALE CHILDREN. 

These two offences are blended together in their nature, and 
are placed upon the same ground by the English statutes,* and 
by the statute of this Commonwealth of 1805, chap. 97. 

Rape is the unlawful carnal knowledge of a woman, by force 
and against her will. For the evidence necessary to prove what 
the law terms carnal knowledgey the reader is referred to 12 
Coke's Rep. 37.— Hawk. b. 1, c. 41, s. 3.— 1 Hale, 62^— 
1 East, P. C, 439.-2 Leach, 854. 

It is the essential feature of this crime, tSat it must be against 
the will of the female on whom it is committed ; and its atrocity 
is not mitigated by showing that she yielded to violence, if her 
consent was obtained by duress or threats of murder. Nor will 
any subsequent acquiescence on her part excuse the guilt of the 
ravisher. The fact, that the person ravished is a common pros- 
titute, does not diminish the guilt of the ravisher, because > she is 
still under the protection of the law, and must not be deprived of 
the opportunity of repentance. Formerly it was held to be no 
rape for a man to have forcible knowledge of his own concubine, 
but the law now presumes the possibility of her return to virtue.f 
A man cannot be guilty of rape on his own wife, for the matri- 
monial consent cannot be retracted,]: but he may be criminal in 
aiding and abetting others in such a design.^ 

All who are present, of either sex, aiding in the perpetration 
of rape, are principals, and liable to the same punishment. || And 
though a male infant, under the age of fourteen years, is pre- 
sumed to be incapable of committing a rape, yet he may be 
guilty as an abetter, if shown to possess a mischievous discre- 
tion.ir 

* 1 East, P. C. 484. f Hawk. b. 1, c 41, s. 6 & 7. }1 Hale, 629. 

§ 1 Haig. St. Tr. 868. || Hawk. b. 1, c. 41, s. 10. IT Hale, 680. 
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As rape is a capital oflfence, the ma^strate before whom the 
examination takes place has no power to bail the party accusedi 
but must commit him, as in all other capital offences, upon such 
evidence being produced before him as renders it probable that 
the crime has been committed. 

The party ravished is, in all cases, a competent witness, thou^ 
the jury, upon the trial, are to judge of the credit due to her 
testimony. And where the husband is charged with aiding m a 
rape on his wife, she, contrary to the general rules of evidence, 
may be examined as a witness against him.* 

This detestable crime has been, m roost countries, punished 
witS death. It was so punished by the Jewish law, in case the 
damsel was betrothed to another man.f By the civil law it is pun- 
ished with death and %he confiscation of goods.} It is now a 
capital ofience by the laws of England, and by the statute of this 
Commonwealth before cited. 

It is not requisite, in this place, to discuss the evidence neces- 
sary to prove the guilt of the perpetratcMr of this crime. It de- 
pends upon the circumstances of each case, and cannot be re- 
duced to rules. Whoever may have occasion to understand the 
present state of the law upon this subject, must consult the trea- 
tises of Ckksj Hale, Hawkins, Blackstone, East, Ciutty, and a 
book lately published upon the law of crimes by RusselL He 
will, in these books, find the whole subject amply treated and 
explained. 

There are, however, some general rules, which it will always 
be safe to observe. It is said by Lord Hale, that this accusatioa 
b easily to be made, hard to be proved, and harder to be defend- 
ed by the party accused, notwithstanding his innocence; and^ 
he adduces two instances, within his own knowledge, where the 
evidence was most positive against the prisoners, in one of vriiicfa 
it was physically impossible that he could be guilty.^ If the 
prosecutrix be of good fame ; if she presently discover the of- 
fence, and make search for the offender ; if the party accused 

*lHtle,629; 1 Harg. 8t TV. a80. f I>ettt zzU. S5. 

1 4 Bla. Com. 210. §1 Hale, 086, 686. 
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flee ; these and the like circumstances gire greater probability to 
her evidence ; but, on the contrary, if she be of evil fame, and 
stand unsupported by others ; if she conceal the injury for any 
considerable time after she has opportunity to complain } if the 
place, where the fact was alleged to be committed, be where it 
was possible she might have been heard, and she make no outcry ; 
to which ought to be added another circumstance equally strong, 
if the prosecutrix voluntarily continue her acquaintance and fa* 
miliar or friendly intercourse with the accused, after the fact, 
without instituting a prosecution against him, these and the like 
circumstances carry a strong, but not a conclusive, presumption 
that her story is fictitious.* 

A rape upon children under the age of ten years, whether 
with or without their consent, was made a capital ofi^nce as early 
as the reign of Queen Elizabeth ; and the statute of this Com- 
monwealth,f which enacts, '* that if any person shall unlawfully 
and carnally know and abuse any woman child under the age of 
ten yeoTf," shall suffer the punishment of death, is in the very 
words of the statute of 18th Elizabeth, c. 7, s. 4. It is said that 
the carnal knowledge of infants under the age of ten years, 
seems rather to be a new felony, created by statute, than a rape, 
which implies a carnal knowledge against the will of the parQr.]; 
Under the statute above quoted, the consent or resistance of the 
infant is altogether immaterial.^ In drawbg the complaint upon 
the statute, the words of it, to wit, " feloniously, unlawfully, and 
carnally knew and abused " the party injured, being under the 
age of ten years, must be used, omitting the word '< ravished,'' 
which implies violence.|| 

As to the testimony of the party aggrieved, if the rape be 
charged to be committed upon an infant under the age of ten 
years, the rule adopted as to the admissibility of children, in oth- 
er cases, is applicable to this, viz. that the admissibility of chil- 

^ 1 Hale^ 683 ; 4 Bla. Com. 218. f Statute 1805, chap. 97. 

} 1 East, P. 0. 486. §Id. 

II By an additional Statute 1816, chap. 86, the puniahment for an assault with 
intent to conunit this offence is increased to confinement to liard labor for 
any teim of years or for life, according to the aggravation of the offence, at 
ihib discretion of the court 
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dren ia regulated, not by thm age, but by dieir apparent seme 
and understandmg.* The law, as now established, resohing from 
all the cases decided in England, will he found in 1 East, P. C. 
chap. 10, s. 5 ; the sum of which is, that children of any age 
may be examined upon oath, if capable of distinguishing between 
good and evil ; but that they cannot be examined, in any ease, 
without oath.f 

Farm of a Complaint for a Rape. 

A. B. of Stc., upon his oath complains, that C. D., late 

of Stc., on the day of now last past, with 

force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, m and 
upon one E. F., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, violently and feloniously did make an assault, 
and her the said E. F. then and there feloniously did ravish and 
carnally know, by force and against her will ; against the peace 
of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

For camalty knomng and abusing a Female ChUd^ under the 

Age of ten Years. 

A. B. of Sec., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 

said B., laborer, on the day of &c., with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, in and upon one 
E. F., spinster, a woman child under the age of ten years, to 
wit, of the age of nine years, in the peace of said dommon- 
wealth then and there being, feloniously did make an assault, and 
her the said E. F. then and there wickedly, unlawfully, and fe- 
loniously did carnally know and abuse ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

* Phil. Evid. 16, and cases there quoted. f PhiL Evid. 15. 
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Rescue is the forcibly freeing another from an arrest or im- 
prisonment ; and is generally the same offence in the stranger 
committing it, as it would have been in a gaoler to have permit- 
ted a voluntary escape. A rescue, therefore, of one appre- 
hended for felony, is felony ; and for a misdemeanor, a misde- 
meanor.^ To constitute a rescue, the party rescued must be in 
actual custody. A prisoner, who breaks gaol, may be arraigned 
for that crime before he is convicted of the crime for which he 
was originally committed ; but a stranger, or third person, wha 
rescues a felon, cannot be found guilty before the felon is convict- 

ed.t 

The complaint must set forth the nature and cause of the 
imprisonment, and the special circumstances of the fact in ques- 
tion.J 

Form qf a Complaint for rescuing a Person in Custody of a 

Constabhf under a Justice*s Warrant. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. Esq., 
then and now one of the justices of the peace, in and for the 
county of S., duly qualified and empowered to perform the du- 
ties 01 that office, did make his certain warrant m writing, under 
his hand and seal, directed to. any of the constables of the town 
of in the county aforesaid, by which said warrant the con- 

stables aforesaid were commanded to take the body of E. F., 
late of &c., and bring him before the said C. D. to be ex- 

amined concerning an assault said to have been made and com- 
mitted by him the said E. F. upon one G. H. of fac., 
which said warrant was afterwards, to wit, on &c. at 
&c., delivered to one I. J., one of the constables of the said 
town of duly appointed and qualified to discharge and per- 
form the duties of that office, to be by him executed in due form 
of law ; and that the said I. J., so being constable as aforesaid, 
afterwards, to wit, on at Ssc. aforesaid, by virtue of 
the said warrant, did take and arrest the said E. F. for the cause 
aforesaid ; and him the said E. F. the said I. J. in his custody, 
by virtue of said warrant, then and there had ; and that the said 

* 4 Bla. Com. 181 ; 1 Bfass. Laws, 219. 
t Hawk. b. 2, c. 21, s. 8. } Id. s. 6. 
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£• F.y kte of &c., and E* L., late of Iec., ^"^ 

knowing the said E. F. so to be arrested as aforesud, afterwards, 
to wit, on the said day of at B. aforesaid, with force 

and arms, b and upon the said I. J., the constable aforesaid, then 
and there being in tne peace of the said Commonwealth, and in 
the due and lawful execution of his said office, did make an as- 
sault, and him the said L J. did then and there beat and abuse, 
and that the said K. L. him the said E. P., out of the custody 
of him the said 1. J., and against the will of the said I. J., then 
and there unlawfully did rescue and put at large, to go \diither he 
would ; and that the said E. F. himself, out of the custody of 
the said I. J., and against his wiU, then and there unlawfully did 
rescue and escape at laree to go where he would ; to the great 
damage of him the said f. J., and against the peace and dignity 
of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wheref<Nre he. 

Far rescuing Goods distrained for Rent. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that on at 

&c., in due form of law, he took and distrained one chest 
of draws, of the value of four dollars, and one feather bed, of 
the value of seven dollars, of the goods and chattels of one C. D., 
then being m a certain lodging room in the dwelling-house of him 
the said A. B., situate in the said town of B. and county afore- 
said, which same distress was taken by him the said A. B., for 
the sum of ten dollars, being the sum due for rent, for one whole 

irear, in arrear from the said C D. to him the said A» B. for the 
edging aforesaid ; and that the said A. B. the said goods and 
chattels then and there hajd and detained in his custody for the 
cause aforesaid ; and the said A. B., upon his oath aforesaid, 
further complains, that E. F., late of said B., in the county of 
S., yeoman, afterwards, to wit, on the said day of 

in the year aforesaid, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, the said goods and chattels, so as aforesaid by 
him the said A. B. taken and distrained, and in the custody of 
bim the said A. B. then and there being, from and out of the 
custody, and against the will of him the said A. B. then and there 
unlawfully and injuriously did rescue, take, and carry away ; the 
said sum of ten dollars for the rent in arrear, as aforesaid due, 
nor any part thereof being paid ; and other wrongs then and there 
did ; to the great damage of the said A. B., .and against the 

Sace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
re 8ic. 
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RIOTS, ROUTS, AND UNLAWFUL ASSEMBUES. 

A RIOT is a tumultuous disturbance of the peace, by three 
persons, or more, assembling together of their own authority, 
with an intent mutually to assist each other against any who shall 
oppose thero, in the execution of some enterprise of a private 
nature ; and afterwards actually executing the same in a violent 
and turbulent manner, to the terror of the people, whether the 
act intended were of itself lawful or unlawful.''^ 

Therefore to constitute a riot, it is necessary that three persons, 
at least, should unite ; and if a number of persons be charged 
with a riot, and all be acquitted but two, unless they are charg- 
ed to have been associated with others unknown, no judgment 
can be given against the two that are convicted.f To constitute 
a riot, the parties must act without any authority to give color to 
their proceedings ; for a sheriff, constable, or even a private m- 
dividual, is not only permitted, but enjoined to raise a number of 
people to suppress enemies or rioters. The mtention also, with 
which the parties act, must be unlawful. For if a sudden dis- 
turbance arise among persons met together for an innocent pur- 
pose, they will be guilty of an affiay only. But if they form 
parties, and engage in any violent proceeding, with promises of 
mutual assistance ; or if they are impelled, by a sudden disposi- 
tion, to demolish a house or other building, there can be no doubt 
they are rioters, and will not be excused by the propriety of their 
original design. 

The enterprise must be accompanied with some oBhr of vio- 
lence, either to the person or possessions of some individual, as 
by beating him, or forcing him to quit the possession of his lands 
or goods ; and hence it follows, that persons riding together with 
unusual weapons, or otherwise assembling together in such a 
manner as will naturally excite terror in the people, without any 
offer of violence to the person or possessions of another, are not 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. S6, a. 1. 

t See an act of Assembly of Peimsylvania, passed 1706, as to riots. See al- 
so Read's Digest, 844 ; Hawk. b. 1, c. 65» s. 8. ^ 
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guO^ of a riot, but onlj of an unlawful aasenibij. 
accompanied with actual force or violence, or at least wiib si 
apparent tendency thereto ; and which are apt to strike terror 
bto the people, as to the show of armor, threatening speeches, 
or turbulent gestures, will amount to a riot ; for ererj such oA 
fence must be laid to be done to the terror of the people. 

The injury to be redressed must be of a private nature, and 
such as relates to the interests or disputes of particular persons ; 
as to obtain possession of lands, the tide to which is m diqwite.* 
And it is not material whether the act intended to be done bj 
such an assembly be lawful or unlawful ; from whence it foDows, 
that if more than three persons assist a man to make a forcible 
entry into lands, to which one of them has a good right of entry ; 
or if the like number, in a violent and tumultuous manner, join 
together to remove a nuisance, which may be lawfully done in a 
peaceable manner, they are as much rioters, as if the act in- 
tended to be done by them was unlawful ; for the law does not 
suffer persons to seek redress of their private wrongs by danger- 
ous disturbances of the public peace.f 

By a statute of Massachusetts of the 28th of October, 1786, 
(called " the riot act,*') it is enacted, " tha^ if any persons, to the 
number of twelve, or more, being armed with clubs or other 
weapons, or if any number of persons, consisting of thirty or 
more, shall be unlawfully, riotously, routously, or tumultiiously 
assembled, any justice of the peace, sheriff, or deputy sheriff of 
the county, or constable of the town, shall, among the rioters, or 
as near to them as he can safely come, command silence while 
proclamation is making, and shall openly make proclamation,'' 
in tlie form of words given in the statute ; " and if such per- 
sons, assembled as aforesaid, shall not disperse themselves 
within one hour after proclamation made, or attempted to be 
made as aforesaid, it shall be lawful for every such officer to 
command sufficient aid ; and he shall seize such persons, who 
shall be had before a justice of the peace. Sec. ; " and by the 
statute the justices and other officers are further empowered to 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 66, s. 4, 6. f Hawk. b. 1, c. 65, s. 7. 
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require the aid of a sufficient number of persons in arms, if any 
of the rioters appear with arms ; and if any of the rioters shall 
be kiUed or wounded by reason of his resistance of the officers* 
the officers and their assistants shall be held guiltless. The 
act provides other penalties for refusing to assist the officers, and 
for the unlawfully continuing together of the rioters for an hour 
after proclamation is made. 

This statute is copied substantially, and (as it respects the de- 
scription of the offence,) nearly in the words of the statute of 
1 Geo. I. St. 2, c. 5 ; also called " the riot act,'' which latter stat- 
ute makes the offence capital ; the penalties of former statutes 
having been found insufficient to restrain the rage of the popu- 
lace from breaking out into dangerous tumults, whenever they 
think they are oppressed by any real or pretended grievance.^ 

A rout is a disturbance of .the peace by persons assembling to- 
gether with an intention to do a thing, which, if it be executed, 
will make them rioters, and actually making a motion towards 
the execution thereof. And it agrees with a riot, as to aU the 
particulars necessary to constitute that offence, except only in this,' 
that it may be a complete offence without the execution of the 
intended enterprlse.f 

An unlawful assembly is a disturbance of the peace by persons 
barely assembled together, with an intention to do a thmg which, 
if it were executed, would make them rioters ; but neither actu- 
ally executing it, nor making a motion towai'ds the execution of 
it. This definition Hawkins thinks to be much too narrow, and 
adds, ^* that any meeting whatsoever of great numbers of people 
witlvsuch circumstances of terror, as cannot but endanger the 
public peace, and raise fears and jealousies among the people," 
seems properly to be called an unlawful assembly — for no one 
can foresee what may be the event of such an assembly.} 

At common law, sheriffi and other peace officers are both per- 
mitted and required to do all in their power towards suppressing 
a riot, and to call upon others for assistance, which it is their du^ 
to render. Private individuals, also, may arrest the progress of 
those who are coming to asdst or join in the tumult.^ 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 65, 8. 56. t Id* s- 8. }Id. s. 9. § Id. s. 11. 
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The following are forms of complaints fiir the crimes of fioas, 
routs, and uola^al assemblies 

For a Riot and Assavh. 

A. B. of B., be. upon his oath complains, that C. D^ E. F^ 
and G. H., all of be., laborers, together with divers oth- 

er evil disposed persons, to the number of ten, whose names to 
him the said A. B. are as yet unknown, on the day of 

be., with force and arms, at B aforesaid, in ibe county 
aforesaid, did unlawiully, riotously, and routonsly assemble and 
gather together, to disturb the peace of the said Comaaonweahh ; 
and being then and there so assembled and gathered together, in 
and upon one I. J., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, unlawfully, riotously, and routonsly did make an 
assault, and him the said I. J. did then and there unlawfully, ri- 
otously, and routonsly beat, wound, and ill treat, so that his Efe 
was thereby greatly endangered ; and other wrongs then and 
there unlawfully, riotously, and routously did and committed ; 
to the great damage of him the said I. J., to the great terror of 
the people, and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 

For a Riotj Assault^ and False Lnpruonment. 

[The same form as in the newt preceding precedeniy imtf ytm 
come to the words^ *< so that his life urns tnereby greatly endanr 
geredy^ after which add^ and him the said A. B., men and there, 
with force and arms, unlawfully, riotously, routously, and injuri- 
ously, against the will of him the said A B., and contrary to tbe 
laws of this Commonwealth, without any legal warrant, authority, 
or justifiable or probable cause whatsoever therefor, did imprison 
and detain in prison, for the space of six hours then next follow- 
ing, and other wrongs to the said A. B. they the said C. D., 
E. F., and G. H., then and there, unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did and committed ; to the terror of the people, to the 
great damage of him the said A. B., and aeainst the peace and 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 

For riotously assembling to prevent the Execution of an Act of 
the Legislature^ relative to the Revenue. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and G. H., together with divers others, to wit, fifty other persons, 
to him the said A. B. unknown, being riotous persons and disturb- 
ers of the peace, on at be., unlawfully, riotously, and tu- 
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multuoasly did assemble and gather together to disturb the peace 
of the said Commonwealth, and with an intent unlawfully and tu- 
multuously to obstruct and hinder the execution of a certain act 
or law of the Legislature of this Commonwealth, made and pass- 
ed on the day of &£c., entided ^' An act" &lc. [^e^ 
out the title of the act,'\ and being so assembled and gathered 
together, the said C. D., £. F., and G. H., and the said other 
persons, to the said A. B. uoknown, then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, and tumultuously remained and continued together, mak- 
ing great noise, and committing great violences and disturban- 
ces for the space of four hours ; to the great terror of the peo- 
ple, to the evil example of all others in like case to offend, and 
asainst the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore fac. 

Far a Riot in the Theaire^ and preventing the Pefformance of 

the Play. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and 6. H., together with other evil disposed and riotous persons, 
to the number of twenty, to the said A. B. unknown, on 
at &c., with force and arms, unlawfully, riotously, and tu- 

multuously did assemble and gather together to disturb the peace 
of said Commonwealth, at and in a certain theatre in B. afore- 
said, called the Boston Theatre, and being so assembled and 
gathered together in the said theatre, then and there made and 
raised, and caused and procured to be made and raised a great 
noise, riot, tumult, and disturbance, in order to obstruct, and for 
the purpose of obstructing, preventing, and hindering the perform- 
ance 01 the exhibition of a certain play, called '< the Merchant of 
Venice," in the said theatre, which said play was appointed by the 
managers of said theatre to be then and there acted and per- 
formed at and in the said theatre on that day, according to pub- 
lic notice thereof in that behalf given ; they the said managers of 
said theatre, then and there having lawful power, license, and 
authority for that purpose; and tliat the said C. D., E. F., 
G. H., and the said other persons, to the said A. B. unknown, 
did then and there, with force as aforesaid, unlawfully, tumultu- 
ously, and riotously obstruct, prevent, and totally hinder the said 
play from being then and there acted and performed at and in 
the said theatre ; to the great terror of the people, and of 
the persons then and there peaceably assembled and com- 
posing the audience at and in the said theatre, to the great loss, 
damage, and injury of the said managers of said theatre, and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore &c. 
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For riotously assembling and hanging the Effigy of a Person. 

A. B. of B. iic.j upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and G. H., togetlier with divers other evil disposed and riotous 

E arsons, to the number of twenty, to the said A. B. unknown, 
eing of unruly and turbulent tempers and dispositions, and un- 
lawfully, wilfully, and maliciously intending to disquiet and ter- 
rify one I. J., on at &c., with force and arms, un- 
lawfully, tumultuously, and riotously did assemble and meet to- 
gether to break and disturb the peace of said Commonwealth^ 
and being so assembled as aforesaid, a certain wooden gallows, 
in the highway there and near to the dwelling-house of the s^d 
I. J. unlawfully, tumultuously, riotously, and maliciously did 
erect ; and a certain figure, resembling a man, as and for ihe ef- 
figy of the said I. J., then and there unlawfully, maliciously, and 
riotously did hang and affix to the said gallows ; and did then 
and there threaten the said I. J. to hang him up alive, and did then 
and there, for the space of three hours, make a great noise and 
disturbance of the peace ; to the great terror oi the said I. J. 
and of the people there and thereabouts residing and inhabiting, 
to the great damage of him the said I. J., and against the 
peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore &c. 

For a Riot and pulling down an Out-House. 

A. B. of B. &ic.j upon hb oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and 6. H., together with other evil disposed and riotous persons, 
to the number of ten, to the said A. B. unknown, on at 

with force and arms, to wit, with sticks, staves, and other 
offensive weapons, did unlawfully, riotously, and routously assem- 
ble and gathered together to disturb the peace of said Common- 
wealth ; and being so assembled and gathered together, a certam 
building and. out-house, in the possession and lawful occupation 
of him the said A. B., then and there unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did pull down, remove, break, and destroy, and other 
wrongs then and there did ; to the great disturbance and terror 
of the people diere residing, to the great damage of him the said 
A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For a Riot in a House^ and assaviting a Lodger, 

A. B. of B. fcc., upon his oadi complains, that C. D-, E. F., 
and 6. H., together with divers other evil disposed and riotous 
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people, to the number of six, to the said A. B. yet unknowu 
on die day of S^., with force and arras, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously assemble and gather together to disturb the peace of 
the said Commonwealth, and being so assembled and gathered 
together, the dwelling-house of him the said A. B. there situate, 
then and there unlawfully, riotouly, and routously did break and 
enter, and then and there unlawfully, riotously, and routously did 
make a great noise, riot, and disturbance, in the said dwelling- 
house, and then and there unlawfuUy, riotously, and routously, 
in and upon one I. J., a lodger in said dwelling-house, in the 
peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being, an as- 
sault did make, and him the said I. J. then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, and routously did beat, wound, and abuse, so that his 
life was thereby greatly endangered, and other wrongs then and 
there unlawfuUy, riotously, and routously did and committed ; 
to the great terror of the people, to the great damage of him the 
said I. J., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For riotously (tttacking a Divelling-Housej breaking the Win- 
dows, ^c. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon her oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and 6. H., together with divers others to the number of twenty, 
to the said A. B. unknown, being evil disposed and riotous per- 
sons, and disturbers of the peace of said Commonwealth, on 
&c., with force and arms, to wit, with clubs, staves, 
stones, and other dangerous and offensive weapons, at B. afore- 
said, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of her the said 
A. B. there situate, in the night time, unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did attack and beset, and did then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, routously, and outrageously make a great noise, distur- 
bance, and affray, near to and about the dwelling-house of lier 
the said A. B. there situate, and did unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously continue near to and about the said dwelling-house, 
making such noise, disturbance, and afiray, for the space of two 
hours, and the windows of the said dwelling-house did then and 
there unlawfully, riotously, and routously, with the dangerous and 
offensive weapons aforesaid, break, destroy, and demolish ; to 
the great damage, terror, and dismay of her the said A. B., and 
of her family, in the dwelling-house aforesaid then and there law- 
fully being, to the great terror of the people of said Common- 
wealth, and against die peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore fac. 
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Far riotously breaking a DwdUng-Honse and removing Chads. 

A. B. of B. &c., spinster, upon her oath complains, that 
C. D., E. F., G. H., and divers other evil disposed persons, 
to the number of twenty, to her the said A. B. as jet unknown, 
on &c., with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, did unlaw- 

tuUy, riotously, and routously assemble and meet together to dis- 
turb the peace of said Commonwealth, and being so assembled 
and met together, the dwelling-house of her the said A. B. did 
then and there unlawfully, riotously, and routously break and en- 
ter, and in and upon her the said A. B., in the peace of the said 
Commonwealth then and there being, unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did make an assault, and her the said A. B., in her 
dwelling-house aforesaid, unlawfully, riotously, and routously did 
beat, wound, and ill treat ; and then and there unlawfully, riot- 
ously, and routously did put, cast, fling, and throw divers goods 
and chattels, to wit, {here emmerate ^Ae goods,'] of her the said 
A. B., of the value oftwenty dollars, then being in the dwelling- 
house aforesaid, from and out of the same, and thereby greatly 
damaged, injured, and broke in pieces the said goods and chat- 
tels, and other wrongs then and tnere did ; to the great terror ct 
the people of said Commonwealth, to the great damage of her 
the said A. B., and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

For a Riotj hy twelve Persons remaining an Hour after Prodor 
motion read: On the Statute of 2Sth October , 1786, 

A. B. of B, be., upon his oath com{dains, that C. D., E. F., 
G. H., and divers other persons, to the number <^ twebe and 
more, to the said A. B. unknown, on the day of 

be., with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county afore- 
said, unlawfully, riotously, and tumultuously did assemble and 
meet together, to the disturbance of the public peace, and that af- 
terwards, to wit, on the said day of in the year afore- 
said, at B. aforesaid, I. J. Esq., then being one of the justices 
of the peace in and for the said county of S., duly and legally 
qualified and empowered to discharge and perform the duties of 
diat office, did then and there come, as near as he safely could, 
to the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., and the said other persons, 
to the number of twelve and more, to the said A. B. unknown, 
being then and there so assembled to disturb the public peace as 
aforesaid, and with a loud voice he the said I. J. Esq. did then 
and there command silence to be had while proclamation was mak- 
ing ; and the said I. J. Esq., after that, did then and there open- 
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ly, and wfih a loud voice, mtke proclamatioD, according to the 
ima of the statute in such case made and provided, in these 
words following, that is to say, " Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts. By virtue of an act of this Commonwealth, made and 
passed in the year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-six, entided, * an act for the suppressing routs, riots, and 
tumultuous assemblies, and the evil consequences thereof,' I am 
directed to charge and command, and I do accordingly charge 
and command all persons, being here assembled, immediately to 
disperse themselves, and peaceably to depart to Uieir habitations, 
or to their lawful business, upon the pains inflicted by the said 
act. God save the Commonwealdi.'' And the said A. B., up- 
on his oath aforesaid, doth further complam, that the said C. D., 
E. F., and G. H*, and said divers other persons, to the number 
of twelve and more, to the said A. B. unknown, afterwards, to 
wit, on the same day of in the year aforesaid, with 

force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, notwith- 
standing the said proclamadon was openly made as aforesaid, did 
then and there iinlawfully, riotously, and tumultuously, and to the 
disturbance of the public peace, remain and continue together, 
by the space of one hour after such command made by the said 
proclamation as aforesaid ; to the great terror and disturbance of 
the quiet and peaceable citizens of the said Commonwealth, 
against the peace of the said Commonwealth, and contrary to 
the Ibrm of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
kxe &c. 
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The profanation of the sabbath has been punished by our En- 
glish ancestors as an offence against God and religion, ever since 
the time of the Saxon kings ; and by the fathers of New-En- 
gland, ever since the setdement of the country. The excellent 
remarks of Sir William Blackstone upon this subject should be 
written in the heart of every American. " Besides," he ob- 
serves, ^^ the notorious indecency and scandal of permitting any 
secular business to be publicly transacted on that day in a coun- 
try professing Christianity, and the corruption of monis which 
usually follows its profanation, the keeping of one day in seven 
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holy, as a time of relaxation and refreshment, as well as of pub- 
lic worship, is of admirable service in a state, considered merely 
as a civil institution. It humanizes, hj the help of conversaticHi 
and society, the manners of the people, which would otherwise 
degenerate into a sordid ferocity and savage selfishness of spirit ; 
it enables the mdustrious workman to pursue his occupation in 
the ensubg week with health and cheerfulness ; it imprints oa 
the minds of the people that sense of their duty to God, so neces- 
sary to make them good citizens, but which would be worn out 
and defaced by an unremitted continuance of labor ^thout any 
stated times of recalling them to the worship of their Mak^." 

Perhaps there is no country where the institutions of public 
worship are better supported, improved for more rational pur- 
poses, or wher^ the good effects of them are more extensively 
and beneficially realized, than in New-England. Yet even here, 
there is much to regret, and much to be corrected. Some of 
our citizens, whose condiuon in life renders their example of im- 
portance to the community, think themselves too vnse to be in- 
structed or improved by a regular attendance upon the public 
worship of their Maker and constant Benefactor. Others have 
too much refinement to expect any entertainment from the pulpit; 
that is, they would attend public worship, as they attend die 
theatre, to be entertamed and amused by the performer. la- 
deed one of the greatest evils and follies of the present day, is a 
disposition in the people to be dissatisfied and to quarrel with 
their minister upon trifling occasions and for trivial causes. 
This is a grovnng evil, and is, in a greater or less degree, the 
parent of much needless disafiection, animosity, and demoraliza- 
tion, so unpardonable, and even childish^ in a christian com- 
munity. It would seem that people of this character think their 
minister, not their Maker, to be the object of their worship '; thus 
verifying the remark of a sensible foreigner, after a visit to New- 
England, who, being asked if the people in that country were 
not very religious, replied, that " he heard a great deal about the 
ministers, but nothing at all about religion." The greatest phe- 
nomenon in the history of mankind is their contemptible^ and at 
the same time furious and bloody disputes about religious trifles. 
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The seDtiments expressed in the preamble of the statute of 
this Commonwealth, '* providing for the due observation of the 
Lord's day/'* are a most excellent guide to the feelings and du- 
ties of every good citizen. They represent the institution of the 
sabbath " as highly promotive of the welfare of the community, 
by affording necessary seasons for relaxation from labor, and the 
cares of business ; for moral reflections and conversation on the 
duties of life, and the frequent errors of human conduct ; for 
public and private worship of the Maker, Governor, and Judge 
of the world ; and for those acts of charity which support and 
adorn a christian society ; " and they reprobate the abuse and 
profanation of these institutions, as tending to produce ^^ dissipa- 
tion of manners and immoralities of life." Let these liberal and 
sublime principles and directions be adopted by every American, 
as rules for the manner in which the sabbath and all its institutions 
shall be observed. 

It is said to be no offence, at common law, to sell goods on 
Sunday ; but publicly keeping an open shop for the sale of goods, 
or of meat, is indictable as a nuisance.f In Pennsylvania, the 
sale of all kinds of spirituous liquor, at or near' to places of pub- 
lic worship, is prohibited by statute. — ^Purdon. Ab. 11 Ed. 576. 
A justice of the peace, who has an imperfect view of persons at 
work on Sunday cannot forcibly enter the premises where the 
offence was committed, to obtain testimony to convict the offen- 
ders. — 1 Sarg. and Raw. Rep. 347. 

The following is an abstract of the several provisions of the 
statute of Massachusetts providing for the due observation of the 
Lord's day. By the first section of the statute, " no person shall 
keep his shop, ware-house, or work-house open, nor shaU, upon 
land or water, do any manner of labor, business, or work, (works 
of necessity and charity only excepted,) nor be present at any 
concert of music, dancing, or any public diversion, show, or en- 
tertainment, nor use any sport, gatne, play, or recreation, on the 
Lord's day, or any part thereof." 

* Stat. 1791, chap. 58. f 4 Bla. Com. 68 ; Hawk. b. 1, c 6, 8. 6. 

49 
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By the second section, " no traveller, drover, waggoner, team- 
ster, or any of their servants, shall travel on the Lord's day, car 
any part thereof, except from necessity or charity.'** 

By the third section, " no vintner, retailer of strong liquors, 
innholder, or other person keeping a house of entertainment, 
shall entertain or suffer any of the inhabitants of the respective 
towns where they dwell, or others, not being travellers, strangers, 
or lodgers in such houses, to abide and remain in their houses or 
yards, orchards or fields, drinking and spending their time, either 
idly or at play, or doing any secular business on the Lord's day, 
or any part thereof." 

The fourth section, aiter a preamble which recognises and de- 
clares the liberal sentiments of the legislature towards those who 
differ in opinion as to the time '' commanded in the scriptures to 
be observed as holy time," enacts, ^^ that all tlie regulations of the 
statute ' respecting the due observation of the Lord's day,' ^all 
be construed to extend to tlie time included between the midnigth 
preceding, and the sunselting of the same day." 

The fifth section enacts, " that no person shall be present at 
any concert of music, dancing, or other public diversion ; nor shall 
any person use any game, sport, play or recreation, on the laod 
or water, on the evening next preceding or succeeding the Lord's 
day ; and that no retailer, innholder, or person licensed to keep 
a public house, shall entertain, or suffer to remain, or be in their 
houses or yards, or other places appurtenant, any person or per- 
sons, (travellers, strangers, or lodgers excepted,) drinkbg or 
spending their time on the said evenmgs." 

The sixth section is introduced by a preamble, stating, '< that 
the public worship of Almighty God is esteemed by Christiaiis 

* By an act in addition to this statute, 1815, chap. 186, it is provided, that 
any person who shall be guilty of a breach of this second section of tibe origl- 
nal act, shall be liable to a penalty, of not less than four dollars, nor more than 
six dollars and sixty-six cents, to be recovered upon complaint before a justice 
of the peace, in the county where the ofifence is committed ; or by presentment 
of the grand jury, before the Court of Common Pleas, in the same county ; and 
by 2i proviso, in thb additional act, all prosecutions for the said penalty shall be 
commenced within six months after the offence is committed, unless the offi»- 
der resides without the Commonwealth. 
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an essential part of the due observation of the Lord's day, and 
that it requires the greatest decency and reverence for a due per- 
formance of the same," and enacts, ^' that any person, being able 
of body, and not otherwise necessarily preveuted, who shall, for 
the space of three months together, absent him or herself from 
the public worship of God, on the Lord's day, {provided there 
be any place of worship at which he or she can conveniently or 
conscientiously attend,") shall pay a fine &c. 

The sixth and seventh sections prohibit " rude and indecent 
behavior within the walls of any house of public worship," and 
also, the disturbance or interruption, either on the Lord's day, or 
at any other time, " of any assembly of people met for the pub- 
lic worship of God, within the place of their assembling, or out 
of it," 

The other sections of die statute prohibit the service of writs 
upon the sabbath, and relate to the powers and duties of tything- 
men. The latter provisions of these sections have a more im- 
mediate reference to the duties and proceedbgs. of justices of 
the peace. By the tenth section of the act, tjrthingmen are 
'* authorized and empowered to enter into any of the rooms and 
other parts of an inn, or public house of entertainment, on the 
Lord's day, and the evening preceding and succeeding ; " but the 
object of such visit, or the duty required of the tythingmen is not 
stated in the statute. The tythingmen are further authorized and 
empowered by this section, to examme travellers "whom they shall 
suspect of unnecessary travelling on the Lord's day," and to de- 
mand of such travellers their names and the cause or necessity of 
their travelling ; and a penalty is inflicted for refusing to answer, or 
for giving a false answer to such demand ; which penalty is to be 
recovered by complaint of the tythingman, " before a justice of 
the peace in the county where the offence is committed," if the 
delinquent live in such county ; otherwise the information is to 
be given to the grand juror, to be by him laid before the grand 
jury for their consideration and presentment ; and by the thir- 
teenth section of the act, all offences, the penalty for which does 
not exceed forty shillings, (except the offender lives out of the 
county m which the offence is committed,) shall be prosecuted 
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by complaint before a justice of the peace in such county ; but 
when the offender lives out of the county, he may be prosecuted 
by presentment as aforesaid, although the penalty does not ex- 
ceed the last mentioned sum. 

• The following are forms of complaints for the crime of sab- 
bath-breaking. 

For keqnng an open Shop on the LordPs Dof/. 

A. B. of B. &£C., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., on the day of and continually after- 

wards, until the day of exhibiting this complaint, was, and yet b 
a common sabbath-breaker, and profaner of the Lord's day ; 
and that the said C. D. on the said day of being 

Lord's day, and on divers other days and times, bebg Lord's 
days, during the time aforesaid, did keep a common and open 
public shop, and in the said shop did then and there, and on the 
said other days and times, being Lord's days, there openly and 
publicly sell, and expose to sale, flesh meat, to divers persons to 
the said A. B. unknown ; to the common nuisance of all the citi- 
zens of said Commonwealth, against the peace and dignity of the 
Commonwealth aforesaid, and contrary to the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided.* Wherefore &c. 

For working on the LorcPs day : On the First Section of the 

Statute. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., on the day of now last past, being 

Lord's day, at B. aforesaid, not regarding the duties and solem- 
nities of the said day, and the due observation of the same, did 
then and there do and perform certain labor, business, and work, 
to wit, [here state what the work toasj"] the said labor, business, 
and work, not being works of necessity or charity ; against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute m such case made and provided. Wherefore &£c. 

* This Is an offence at common law, as well as by statute ; the complaint 
therefore concludes as well at common law, as upon the statute. — 1 Hawk. 
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Far being present at a public Diversion on the Lord^s Day : On 

the First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. 8cc., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be, on the day of S^c., being Lord's day, 

at B. aforesaid, not regarding the duties of said day, and the 
solemnities thereof, was voluntarily present, on the said Lord's 
day, at a certain public diversion, called [here state what the di- 
version was ;] to the great scandal of religion, against good mor- 
als and good manners, against the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided.* Wherefore fac. 

gainst a Drover for travelling and driving a Drove of Cattle 
on the Lord^s Day : On the Second Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. &c., upNon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., on the * day of being Lord's day, at B. 

aforessud, not regarding the duties and solemnities of the said 
day, nor the due observation of the same, did travel on the said 
day, and did drive and cause to be driven, on the said I^ord's 
day, a large collection and drove of oxen, cows, sheep, and oth- 
er animals, through the public street and highway in the said town 
of B., which travelling and driving of the said oxen, cows, sheep, 
and other animals, on the said Lord's day, in and through the 
street and highway aforesaid, by the said C. D., was not from 
necessity or mercy ^ to the great annoyance and disturbance of 
the quiet and well disposed cidzens ot the said town of B., " to 
the commmon nuisance of aU the citizens of said Common- 
wealthy^^f against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore fac. 

Against a Traveller^ for unnecessary Travelling on the Lord*s 
Day : On the Second Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. 8£C., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., being a person regardless of the duties and solemni- 
ties of the sabbath, and of the due observation of the same, on 
the day of be., being Lord's day, at B. aforesaid, 

* Thu form will answer for any of the other breaches of the latter part of the 
first section of the act, by alleging, specially, what the show or entertainment 
was, and what sport, game, play, or recreation was used. 

t These words are not necessary. 
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The following are forms of complamts for the crimes of riots, 
routs, and unlawful assemblies 

For a Riot and Assatdt. 

A. B. of B., 8£c. upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and 6. H., all of he., laborers, together with divers oth- 

er evil disposed persons, to the number of ten, whose names to 
him the said A. B. are as yet unknown, on the day of 

he., with force and arms, at B aforesaid, in the county 
aforesaid, did unlawfully, riotously, and routonsly assemble and 
gather together, to disturb the peace of the said Commonwealth ; 
and being then and there so assembled and gathered together, in 
and upon one I. J., in the peace of the said Commonwealth then 
and there being, unlawfully, riotously, and routously did make an 
assault, and him the said I. J. did then and there unlawfully, ri- 
otously, and routously beat, wound, and ill treat, so that his life 
was thereby greatly endangered ; and other wrongs then and 
there unlawfuUy, riotously, and routously did and committed ; 
to the great damage of him the said I. J., to the great terror of 
the people, and against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 

Far a Riotj Assault^ and Fake Lnpriionment. 

[The same form as in the next preceding precedent^ untUwu 
come to the words^ ^^ so that his Ife vms ihereby greatly endanr- 
gered" after which add^ and him the said A. B., then and there, 
with force and arms, unlawfully, riotously, routously, and injuri- 
ously, against the will of him the said A B., and contrary to the 
laws of this Commonwealth, without any legal warrant, authoritj, 
or justifiable or probable cause whatsoever therefor, did imprison 
and detain in prison, for the space of six hours then next follow- 
ing, and other wrongs to the said A. B. they the said C« D., 
E. F., and G. H., then and there, unlawfuUy, riotously, and 
routously did and committed ; to the terror of the people, to the 
great damage of him the said A. B., and against the peace aad 
dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Wherefore be. 

For riotously assembling to prevent the Execution of an Act of 
the Legislature^ relative to the Revenue. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F*, 
and G. H., together with divers others, to wit, fifty other persons, 
to him the said A. B. unknown, being riotous persons and disturb- 
ers of the peace, on at he., unlawfully, riotously, and tu-> 
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multuously did assemble and gather together to disturb the peace 
of the said Commonwealth, and with an intent unlawfully and tu- 
multuously to obstruct and hinder the execution of a certain act 
or law of the Legislature of this Commonwealth, made and pass- 
ed on the day of Sz;c., entitled ^' An act" &x^. [set 
oiU the title of the act,'] and being so assembled and gathered 
together, the said C. D., E. F., and G. H., and the said other 
persons, to the said A. B. unknown, then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, and tumultuously remained and continued together, mak- 
ing great noise, and committing great violences and disturban- 
ces for the space of four hours ; to the great terror of the peo- 
ple, to the evil example of all others in like case to offend, and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore iuc. 

Far a JRiot in the Theatre^ and preventing the Performance of 

the Play. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and G. H., together with other evil disposed and riotous persons, 
to the number of twenty, to the said A. B. unknown, on 
at S^., with force and arms, unlawfully, riotously, and tu- 

multuously did assemble and gather together to disturb the peace 
of said Commonwealth, at and in a certain theatre in B. afore- 
said, called the Boston Theatre, and being so assembled and 
gathered together in the said theatre, then and there made and 
raised, and caused and procured to be made and raised a great 
noise, riot, tumult, and disturbance, in order to obstruct, and for 
the purpose of obstructing, preventing, and hindering the perform- 
ance of the exhibition of a certain play, called " the Merchant of 
Venice," in the said theatre, which said play was appointed by the 
managers of said theatre to be then and there acted and per- 
formed at and in the said theatre on that day, according to pub- 
lic notice thereof in that behalf given ; they the said managers of 
said theatre, then and there having lawful power, license, and 
authority for that purpose ; and tliat the said C. D., E. F., 
G. H., and the said other persons, to the said A. B. unknown, 
did then and there, with force as aforesaid, unlawfully, tumultu- 
ously, and riotously obstruct, prevent, and totally hinder the said 
play from being then and there acted and performed at and in 
the said theatre ; to the great terror of the people, and of 
the persons then and there peaceably assembled and com- 
posing the audience at and in tlie said theatre, to the great loss, 
damage, and injury of the said managers of said theatre, and 
against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. 
Wherefore &c. 
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Far riotously assembling and hanging the Effigy cf a Person^ 

A. B. of B. &c., upon bis oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
aod G. H ., tc^ether with divers other evil disposed and riotous 
persons, to the Dumber of twenty, to the said A. B. unknown, 
bdng of unnilv and turbulent tempers and dispositions, and an- 
lawfully, wilfully, and maliciously intending to disquiet and ter- 
rify one I. J., on at be., with force and arms, un- 
lawfully, tumultuously, and riotously did assemble and meet to- 
gether to break and disturb the peace of said Commonwealth, 
and being so assembled as aforesaid, a certain wooden gallows, 
in the highway there and near to the dwelling-house of the said 
I. J. unlawfully, tumultuously, riotously, and maliciously did 
erect ; and a certain figure, resembling a man, as and for the ef- 
figy of the said I. J., then and there unlawfully, maliciously, and 
riotously did hang and affix to the said gallows ; and did then 
and there threaten the said I. J. to hang him up alive, and did then 
and there, for the space of three hours, make a great noise and 
disturbance of the peace ; to the great terror of the said L J. 
and of the people there and thereabouts residing and inhabiting, 
to the great damage of him the said L J., and against the 
peace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
fore be. 

Far a Riot and pvMing davm an Out-House. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, diat C. D., £. F., 
and 6. H., together with other evil disposed and riotous persons, 
to the number of ten, to the said A. B. unknown, on at 

with force and arms, to wit, with sticks, staves, and other 
oflfensive weapons, did unlawfully, riotously, and routously assem- 
ble and gathered together to disturb the peace of said Common- 
wealth ; and being so assembled and gathered together, a certain 
building and. out-house, in the possession and lawful occupation 
of him the said A. B., then and there unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did pull down, remove, break, and destroy, and otlier 
wrongs then and there did ; to the great disturbance and terror 
of the people tliere residing, to the great damage of him the said 
A. B., ana against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. .Wherefore be. 

Far a Riot in a House, and assaulting a Lodger. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that C. D-, E. F., 
and 6. H., together with divers other evil disposed and riotous 
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people, to the number of six, to the said A. B. yet unknown 
on the day of &c., with force and arms, at 6. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously assemble and gather together to disturb the peace of 
the said Commonwealth, and being so assembled and gathered 
together, the dwelling-house of him the said A. B. there situate, 
then and there unlawfully, riotouly, and routously did break and 
enter, and then and there unlawfully, riotously, and routously did 
make a great noise, riot, and disturbance, in the said dwelling- 
house, and then and there unlawfully, riotously, and routously, 
in and upon one I. J., a lodger in said dwelling-house, in the 
peace of the said Commonwealth then and there being, an as- 
sault did make, and him the said I. J. then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, and routously did beat, wound, and abuse, so tliat his 
life was thereby greatly endangered, and other wrongs then and 
there unlawfully, riotously, and routously did and committed ; 
to the great terror of the people, to the great damage of him the 
said I. J., and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesadd. Wherefore &^. 

For riotously attacking a DtueUing-Housef breaking the Win- 

dowsj ^c. 

A. B. of B. be, upon her oath complains, that C. D., E. F., 
and G. H., together with divers others to the number of twenty, 
to the said A. B. unknown, being evil disposed and riotous per- 
sons, and disturbers of the peace of said Commonwealth, on 
he., with force and arms, to wit, with clubs, staves, 
stones, and other dangerous and offensive weapons, at B. afore- 
said, in the county aforesaid, the dwelling-house of her the said 
A. B. there situate, in the night time, unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously did attack and beset, and did then and there unlawfully, 
riotously, routously, and outrageously make a great noise, distur- 
bance, and affray, near to and about the dwelling-house of her 
the said A. B. there situate, and did unlawfully, riotously, and 
routously continue near to and about the said dwelling-house, 
making such noise, disturbance, and affi-ay, for the space of two 
hours, and the vrindows of the said dwelling-house did then and 
there unlawfully, riotously, and routously, with the dangerous and 
offensive weapons aforesaid, break, destroy, and demolish ; to 
the great damage, terror, and dismay of her the said A. B., and 
of her family, in tlie dwelling-house aforesaid then and there law- 
fully being, to the great terror of the people of said Common- 
wealth, and against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth 
aforesaid. Wherefore &c. 
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be was entitled to the body of his debtor after death. If the 
indietment in this case had been for a conspiracy to prevent ike 
interment of the deceased person, (as it appears by the decision 
in 4 East, 465, it might have been,) the punishment might have 
been much more severe. 

By the statute of Massachusetts, above quoted, it is enacted, 
'^ that if any person, not being authorized by the board of health, 
or tlie selectmen of any town in tliis Ck>mmonwea]th, shall know- 
ingly and wilfully dig up, remove, or carry away, or aid or assist 
in digging up, removing, and carrying away any human body, or 
the remains diereof,'' siTch person, upon conviction before the 
Supreme Judicial Court, shall be punished by fine or imprison- 
ment. And by tiie second section of the act, the same penalties 
are inflicted upon " any person or persons who shall knowingly 
and wilfully receive, conceal, or dispose of any human body, or 
the remains thereof, which shall have been dug up, removed, or 
carried away, in the manner described in the first section of diis 
act." Tliere is a proviso in this section, that the act shall not be 
so construed " as to affect the power or andiority, in the courts 
of the United States, or of this Commonwealth, or of any per- 
son acting under the authority of the same, in removing or dis^ 
posing of the bodies of persons executed, pursuant to any sen- 
tence of such court." The fines accruing under the act are ap- 
propriated and " enure, one half to the informer, and one half to 
the town, in which the offence is committed." 

Several convictions have taken place in prosecutions founded 
upon this statute ; in two of which, where the party accused was 
a respectable pliysician, tlie fine in each case was set a^ six hun- 
dred dollars. The cases, however, were considered to have 
been attended with circumstances highly aggravated and extreme- 
ly distressing to respectable individuals. 
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The foDowing are forms of coinplamts for the crime of diggiog 
up and removing dead bodies. 

Mt common Law, for digging up and carrying auHiy a Dead 

Body out of a ChurchrYard. 

A. B. of B. &c.| upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., on the day of &c., with force and arm% 

at B. aforesaid, in the count}' aforesaid, the common burying 
;round for churchryard, as the case may be,'] belonging to the 
first parish] in said town of B. tliere situate, unlawfully, yoluntari- 
y, knowingly, and wilfully did break and enter, and the grave 
tliere, in which one E. F., deceased, had lately before been in- 
terred, and there was and remained, unlawfully, voluntarily, 
knowingly, wilfully, and indecently did dig open, and afterwards, 
on the same day and year aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, the body of 
her the said E. F., out of the grave aforesaid, unlawfully, volun- 
tarily, knowingly, wilfully, and indecently did take and cany 
away ; to the great indecency of christian burial, and against the 

fieace and dignity of the Commonwealth aforesaid. Where- 
ore 8£c. 

For digging up and removing a Dead Body vnihout Petmis^ 
sion, fyc. : Upon the First Section of the StaitUe of 1814, 
chap. 175. 

A. B. of B. tac., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
8^0., on the day of &cc., witli force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in tlie county aforesaid, the common burying 
ground belonging to tlie [first parish] in the said town of B. there 
situate, unlawfully, knowmgly, and wilfully did break and enter, 
and the grave there, in which a certain human body, to wit, the 
body of one E. F., had lately before been interred, and there 
was, unlawfully, knowingly, and wilfully did open, and the said 
body of her the said E. F., and the remains thereof, then and 
there in the grave aforesaid being, unlawfully, knowingly, and 
wilfully did dig up, remove, and carry away firom and out of the 
grave aforesaid ; he the said C. D. then and there not being 
authorized so to do, either by tlie board of healtli, or the select- 
men of the said town of B., in which tlie said grave and the 
burying eround aforesaid was and is situate ; to the great inde- 
cency 01 christian burial, to the great grief and distress of the 
surviving friends and relatives of the said E. F., against the 
peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. Wherefore Sec. 
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For receiving and eanceaUng a Dead Body^ which had been un-- 
hiwfvUy dttg up: On the Second Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. kc.f upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
hc«, on the day of be., with force and arms, 

at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did knowingly and wilful- 
ly receive, conceal, and dispose of a certain human bodv, to wit, 
toe body of one E. F., and the remains thereof, which had been 
lately before interred in a grave in the common burying ground 
belonging to the [first parish] in the said town of B., and which 
bad then lately before been unlawfully, knowingly, and wilfully- 
dug up, removed, and carried away from the grave aforesaid, 
(by some person or persons to the said A. B. unknown,^ without 
permission or authoritv, either from the board of health, or the 
selectmen of the said town of B., in which the said buiying 

f round was and is situate ; he the said C. D. then and there well 
nowing the said dead body, and the remains thereof, to have 
been unlawfully, knowingly, and wilfully dug up, removed, and 
carried away, irom and out of the grave aforesaid, m manner 
aforesaid ; against the peace of said Conunonwealtb, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore be. 



SLAVERY AND FUGITIVE SLAVES. 

Br a statute of the United States, passed February 12tfay 
1793,* it is enacted, '^ that when a person, held to labor in any 
of the United States, shall escape into any other of the said 
states, the person to whom such labor or service may be due, 
his agent, or attorney, is empowered to seize or arrest such fugi- 
tive fix)m labor, and to take him or her before any judge of ^e 
Circuit or District Court of the United States, residing or being 
within the state, or before any magistrate of any county, city, or 
town corporate, wherein such seizure or arrest shall be made, and 
upon proof to the satisfaction of such judge or magistrate, either 
by oral testimony or affidavit, taken before, and certified by a 

* 2 United States Laws, 166. 
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magistrate of anj siich state, that the person so seized or arrest- 
ed, doth, under the laws of the state from which he or she fled, 
owe sendee or labor to the person claiming him or her, it shall 
be the duty of such judge or magistrate to give a certificate 
thereof to such claimant, his agent, or attorney, which shall be a 
sufficient warrant for removing such fugitive from labor to the 
state from which he or she fled." 

We have no forms of process upon this law of the United 
States ; and whenever the execution of it has been attempted in 
this state, its provisions have, in various ways, been evaded. But 
however the public feeling and sentiment may be opposed to it, 
in this and the other New-England states, it is to be recollected, 
that it is a law sanctioned by the constitution of the United States ; 
and that it cannot be lawfully resisted. The nature of its pro- 
visions seems to suggest, that the process of a claimant under it 
should be by a written application to the judge or magistrate, 
stating the facts, and praying that such a certificate may be grant- 
ed to him, as will justify his removal of the fugitive from labor, to 
the state from which he fled. 

Farm of an Applicaiion to a Justice of the Peace for a Certificate 
to remove a Fugitive Jrom Labor to the State from which 
he fled. 

United States of America. 

Massaekiuetts District aa. 
To A. B., one of the Justices of the Peace> within and for the County of 8., 
within the State of Massachusetts. 

C. D. of 8ic. informs, and gives the said justice to un- 

derstand, that one E. F. is a person held to labor in the state of 
under the laws thereof, that the said E. F. has escaped 
from the said state of into the said state of Massachusetts, 

and that he the said C. D. is the person to whom the labor and 
service of the said E. F. is due ; and that he has seized and ar- 
rested the said E. F., being such fugitive from the labor and ser- 
vice of him the said C. D. as aforesaid ; and that he now hath 
the said E. F. here before your honor, to be proceeded with ac- 
cording to the statute of the United States in such case made 
and provided. The said C. D. therefore prays your honor, that, 
upon legal proof to your satisfactioo, that the said E. F. doth. 
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under the kwg of the said state of from which he fled, 

owe service and labor to him the said C. D., tliat your honor wiU 
give aiid grant hira a certificate diereof, to authorize and empow- 
er him to remove the said E. F. to the state from which be 
fled, as before stated. Dated at the city of B., in the said state 
of Massachusetts, this day in the year of our 

Lord, &c, C- a 

Form oj a Jusiice^s Certificate^ upon swch Jlpplicaium. 

United States of Atnerica' 

MiusaefauetU District ss. 
(I.. S.) To an people to whom this present Certifici^te ahoU comQ. 

Know ye, tliat on the day of [here insert the 

application of the claimant for the certificate^ at large.'] 

whereupon, upon due inquiry, and legal proof being made fo 
me the said justice, and to my satisfaction, tliat the facts stated 
by the said C. D., in his said appHcatiou, are true, and the prenu* 
ses by me tlie said justice being fully understood, I do hereby, in 
pursuance of tlie law of the United States, eutided " an act re- 
specting fugitives from justice, and persons escaping from the 
service of their masters," give and grant to the said C. D. a cer- 
tificate tliereof, to wit, that the said E. F., the person named in 
the said application of die said C. D. doth, under the laws of 
the said state of owe labor and service to him the said 

C. D., and tliat he hath escaped from die said state of 
into the said state of Massachusetts, and that the said C. D. is 
authorized, and hath sufficient warrant, by virtue of tlie statute 
aforesaid, to remove the said E. F. from the said state of Mas- 
sachusetts, to the said state of from which be fledt 

Given under my hand, and the seal of my office, at the city 
of Boston, in the ssud state of Massachusetts, this day of 

in the year of our Lord kc. 

A. B., Justice of the Peace for the coun^ of 
Suffolk ana ^tat^ of MassoA^^tts. 
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SURETY OF THE PEACE, AND GOOD BEHAVIOR. 

It is said to be «n honor to the English laws, and almost pe- 
culiar to them, that they furnish the means of preventing the 
commission of crimes and misdemeanors. The preventive jus- 
tice consists in obUging those, whom there is probable ground to 
suspect of future misbehavior, to stipulate with, and give full as- 
surance to the public, that such offence as is apprehended, shall not 
be committed, by finding pledges or securities for keeping the 
peace, or for their good behavior.^ 

The latter writers upon this branch of the duty of a magistrate 
have collected their remarks, and taken their directions, princi- 
pally from Hawkins's Pleas of the Crown. The most simple 
ilivision of tlie subject is in 4 Blackstone's Commentaries,f who 
considers, £rst, what this security is ; next, who may take or de- 
mand it ; and, lastly, how it may be discharged. 

1. This security consists in being bound, with one or more 
sureties, in a recognisance or obligation to the government, taken 
by some court or some judicial officer, and entered on record ; 
whereby the parties acknowledge themselves to be indebted to 
the government in the sum required, with condition to be void 
and of no effect, if the party shall appear at court on such a 
day ; and in the mean time shall keep the peace, either generally 
towards all the citizens of the Commonwealtli, and particularly 
also towards the person who craves the security ; or if it be for 
the good behavior, tlien on condition that he shall be of the good 
behavior, either generally or specially, for tlie time therein lim- 
ited. Tliis recognisanpe if taken by a justice of the peace, must 
be taken for, and certified to the next session of the court to 
which it is made returnable 5I and if the condition of such re- 
cognisance be forfeited by any breach of the peace in the one 
case, or any misbehavior in tlie other, the recognisance becomes 
f<N:leited or absolute, and the party and his sureties, having now 
. become the absolute debtors of the government, are sued for the 
several sums in which they are respectively bound. 

* 4 Bla.' Com. 248. t Id. {4 Bla. Com. 260 ; 7 M. R. 840. 
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2. The direct aatfacHity (^ a justice of the peace in this state, 
to require sureties of the peace and good behavior, is given in 
the statute of 1783, chap. 49, '^ vestmg certain powers in justices 
of the peace in criminal cases," which expressly authorizes justi- 
ces of the peace *^ to require sureties for good behavior of dan- 
gerous and disorderly persons." It is an authority which has also 
been usually exercised by them at common law, and by the terms 
of dieir commissions ;* and as to the question, in what cases a 
surety of the peace ought to be granted, it seems, that any jus- 
tice of the peace may bmd all those to the peace, who in his 
presence make an affiray, or threaten to beat or kill any person ; 
or, (as Hawkins expresses it,) contend together with hot words; 
or who go about with unusual weapons, to the terror of the peo- 
ple.f 

All persons, under the protection of the government, being of 
sane memory, whether citizens or aliens, have a right to demand 
surety of the peace ; the doubt expressed in the ancient books, 
whether Jews or Pagans have a right to demand it, seems to be 
entirely without reason.;^ 

A \vife may demand it against her husband, threatening to beat 
her ; and a husband may have it against his wife.^ 

There is no doubt but that surety of the peace may be granted 
against any person whatsoever, being of sane memory, whether 
he be a magistrate or private person, whether he be of full age 
or uuder age. But infants under age, and married women, must 
find security by their friends, and not be bound themselves ; for 
they are incapable of binding themselves to answer a debt, which 
is the nature of these recognisances. || 

•As to the cause for which surety of the peace is to be grant- 
ed, it is clear, that whenever a person has just cause to fear that 
another will burn his house, or do him a corporal hurt, as by 
killing or beating him, or that he will procure others to do it, he 
* may demand the surety of the peace against such person ; and 
that every justice of the peace is bound to grant it, upon the par- 

• 4 Bla. Com. 260. * f Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 1. 

t Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 2, 8. § Id. s. 4. i| 4 Bla. Com. 251. 



SUK1CTT OF THE PEACE. 401 

ty's giving hhn satisfactioD, upon oatb, that be is actually under | 1 
such fear, and that he has just cause therefor, by reason of the I f 



tlureats of the party complained of, or of his lying in wait for that 
purpose, and tliat he does not require it out of malice or ill will 
towards the other party .^ And it is also laid down, that he who 
is threatened to be imprisoned by another has a right to demand 
surety of the peace ; for every unlawful imprisonment includes 
an assault and wrong to the person of a citizen.f 

As to the manner in which the surety is to be granted, it is 
said to be certain, that if the person to be bound be in the pres- 
ence of the justice, he may be immediately committed, unless he 
offers sureties; and that he may be commanded by word of 
mouth to find sureties, and committed for his disobedience.;^ 
This b a common law principle, found in the English authorities. 
But by the Constitution of this State, no citizen can be lawfully 
arrested, unless the cause or foundation of such arrest be previ- 
ously supported by oath or affirmation.^ It is therefore always 
requisite, that when surety of the peace is granted, it should be 
supported by complaint, first made and sworn to by the parQr de- 
manding it, upon which a warrant is to issue against the party 
complained of; upon which he b to be apprehended and pro- 
ceeded against, as in other criminal prosecutions ; and the same 
rules heretofore laid down, as to the manner of executmg the 
warrant, returning it, &c. are generally applicable to the proceed- 
ings upon a peace warrant. || 

Such warrant may, as in other cases, be made returnable be- 
fore the justice who grants it, or before any other justice of the 
same county ; but it is said that he that makes the warrant ^< for 
the most part hath tlie best knowledge of the matter, and 
therefore he is the fittest to do justice in the case.^lT 

The peace warrant may be superseded^ if the party, who fears 
that surety of the peace will be demanded against him, find sure- 
ties before any other justice of the same county, either before or 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 6. f ^^' ^' '^' t ^^* "• ^• 

§ Declaration of Rightj, art. 14. || See ante. IT 5 Co. 69. 
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after a warrant be issued against him ; and it is said tbat a niper- 
tedeat from such justice diall discbarge bim ironi arrest from tasy 
other justice at the suit of the same party for the same cause.* 
But thb practice haWng beeq abused, it gave birth to the statute 
of 21 Jac. L c. 8, hy which the abuse was corrected, by re- 
quiring that, in such case, process should not be granted, unless 
the proceedings were bend fide^ &c. 

The reeognisanctf when taken before a justice of the peace, 
may be regulated by the discretion of such justice, both as to the 
number and sufficiency of the sureties, and the amount of the 
sum or penalty, in which the party shall be bound.f But die 
recognisance cannot be made to continue beyond the term of the 
next court to which it ought to be made returnable. It cannoC, 
as in England, be made without stating any time or place for the 
appearance of the party.} It was so decided in the case of the 
Commonwealth t^. Ward,^ in which case the recognisance taken 
by the justice was, that the party should keep the peace, and be 
of the good behavior, ^^ for and during the term of two years 
from the date." It was said by the G>urt in that case, that the 
justice had wholly mistaken his duty ; for when one is brought 
before a justice of the peace, on articles of the peace exhibited 
against him, the justice, if satisfied that there is ground for further 
proceedings, is to order him to recognise be. for his appearance 
at the next Ck>urt of Common Pleas, and in the mean time to 
keep the peace and be of the. good behavior towards all the citi- 
zens of the Commonwealth, and especiaUy towards the comphtior 
ant. The reason why the recognisance is to be made returnable 
to the Court of Common Pleas is, that, in this state, that court 
now have jurisdiction of the ofience of assault and batteiy, and 
of certain other offences, concurrendy with the Supremo Judicial 
Court. In other states the recc^isance, in these cases, is to be 
taken for and made returnable to such court as may be invested 
with such jurisdiction. 

Notwithstanding the recognisance, at common law, may be 
taken without expressing any certain time for which the party 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, B. 14. fld-B. 16. }Id. 

§ 4 M. R. 497 ; Ante. 
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shall be bound to keep the peace, it is said by Hawkins to be the 
safest way to bind the party to appear at the next Sessions of the 
Peace, (or whatever court may have the competent jurisdiction,) 
and in the mean time to keep the peace towards all the citizens 
^c, and more especially towards the party complaining.* 

3. The recognisance may be discharged^ by the death of the 
principal party who was bound thereby, if it were not forfeited 
before. And it is also said, that it may be discharged by the 
release of the party at whose complaint it was taken.f But 
this opinion may be jusdy questioned, because the recognisance 
is not given to such complainant, who is not a party to it, but to 
the government, and consequently cannot be discharged but by 
the government. Such release, however, will be a sufficient, in- 
ducement to die court to which it shall be certified, to discharge 
it. The non-appearance of the party, upon whose complaint it 
was taken, in order to pray the continuance of it, is a sufficient 
reason for discharging it. 

A recognisance for keeping the peace and being of the good 
behavior, ought always to be returned and certified to the next 
Court of Common Pleas, or other court of mferior jurisdiction, 
having authoriQr to try and decide cases of assault and battery, 
and other oflfences of the same nature and degree ; and if there 
declared to be forfeited, such proceedings will be had, as, accor- 
ding to the laws and usages of each particular state, are requisite 
to recover the penalty of the recognisanse. In this state, the 
Court of Common Pleas and Supreme Judicial Court are vested 
vnih civil as well as criminal jurisdiction, and in either court, 
when the recognisance of a party and bis sureties becomes for- 
feited, a writ of scire facias is ordered to issue, in the same 
courts, to recover the penalQr. In the city of Boston, the recog- 
nisance may be made returnable to the Municipal Court, and 
the penalty sued for in the Court of Common Pleas. 

As to the forfeiture of a recognisance, and what acts of the par- 
ty will amount to such a forfeiture, a justice of the peace hav- 
ing no authority to decide upon them, the principles of law, 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, 8. 16. f Id. s. 17. 
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rehtire to these cases, are not here stated ; bat for a foD state- 
ment of tliem, the reader is referred to Hawk. b. 1. c. 60, s. 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27. 

Surety for the good behavior is raade the subject of a dis- 
)| tinct chapter bj Hawkins, and or.a distbct coosideratioo by ocli- 
w M er writers upon criminal law. It includes secunty for the peace, 
and something more.* But it is of such great affinity with sure- 
ty of the peace, as to the manner in which it is taken, supersede 
t ed, and discharged, that it does not require a particular consid- 

\ eration, more especially as, according to the uniform practice in d 

this state, the party is bound, in the same recognisance^ to keep I 

the peace and be of the good behavior. For a full statement 
/| of the law upon tliis subject, the reader is referred to Hawk. 
( I b. 1, c. 61, and 4 Bum's J. 269, 283. 

Form of a Complaini and Apfiication to a Justice of the Peaecy 

for Surety of the PeacCj fyc. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon hb oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., hath threatened to beat, wound, maim, and kill him 
the said A. B., and to do him some bodily barm, and also to 
bum and destroy the property of him the said A. B., and that he 
bath just cause to fear, that the said C. D. will beat, wound, 
maim, or kill him the said A. B., and that he will do him some 
bodily mischief. The said A. B., therefore, prays surety of the 
peace and of the good behavior to be granted him against the 
said CD.; and this he doth, not from any private malice or ill 
will towards the said C. D., but simply because he is afraid, and 
hath good cause to fear that the said C. D. will beat, wound, 
maim, kill, or do him some bodily mischief as aforesaid, and 
that he will burn and destroy his said property. Wherefore the 
said A. B. prays, that a warrant may issue, in due form of law, 
against the said C. D«, and that he may be dealt with, touching 
the premises, as to law and justice shall appertain. A. B. 

Suffolk ss. On the day of be., the said A. B. 

personally appeared and made oath to. the truth of the foregoing 
complaint. 

Before me, E. F., Justice of the Peace. 

*4BU. Com. 253. 
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Form of a Warrant upon the foregoing Complaint. 

Vi 88. To ihe Sheriff of the 8aid County of Suffolk, or his Deputy, or to 
any of the Constables of the Town of in the County afore- 

said. Greeting. 

Vhereas A. B. of &c., hath personally come before 

; the subscriber, one of the justices of the peace, within and 
T the said county of S., and hath m&de oath that he the said 
A. B. [here insert the substance of the complaint'\. 

These are therefore, in the name of the Commonwealdi of 
Massachusetts, to require you, and each of you, that immediate- 
ly and without delay, you apprehend the body of him the said 
C. D., and him bring before me, (or some other Justice of the 
peace within and for the county aforesaid,*) to find sureties, as 
well for his personal appearance at the next Court of Common 
Pleas to be bolden at B., within and for the said county of S., 
on the Tuesday of next, as also for his keeping 

the peace, and being of the good behavior, in the mean time, 
towards all the citizens of the said Commonwealth, and especially 
towards the said A. B. 

Given under my hand and seal at B., in the county aforesaid, 
this day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 

eight hundred and twenty-two. 

E. F., Justice of the Peace. 



SODOMY AND BESTIALITY. 

This most detestable crime is correctly described in the stat- 
ute of this Commonwealth of 1804, chap. 133, against sodomy 
and bestiality, which enacts, " that if any man shall commit the 
crime against nature with a man or male child, or if any man or 
woman shall have carnal copulation with a beast," such person 
" shall be punished by solitary imprisonment for a term not ex- 
ceeding one year, and by confinement to bard labor, for a term 
not exceeding ten years." This offence, until the passing of this 
statute, was punished in this state with death ; and is, and al- 

« 

* Whether the warrant be made returnable before the justice who grants it, or 
before any other justice, is matter of discretion in the justice by whom it Is 
granted. 
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ways has been a capital felony by the common law ; by which, 
according to some authors, it was anciently punished by burning, 
and by others by burning alive.* With respect to this crime, it 
is said the proof ought to be the more clear, as the offence is the 
more detestable ;f and that the voice of nature and reason, and 
the express law of Gk>d, determme that its punishment shall be 
capital*! 

Form of a Complaint for Sodomy committed with a Boy : On 

the Statute of Massachusetts. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&;c., on the day of &c., with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid in and upon one 
E* F., a male child about the age of fifteen, in the peace of said 
Commonwealth then and there being, feloniously did make an 
assault, and then and there feloniously and diaboUcally did com- 
mit the crime against nature, by then and there having carnal 
knowledge of the body of him die said E. F. against the order 
of nature ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and con- 
trary to the form of the statute, in such case made and provided. 
Wherefore &c. 

For Sodomy and Bestiality committed tcith a Beast, 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&;c., on the day of &c., with force and 

arms, at B. aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did commit the 
crime against nature, by having a certain venereal and carnal in- 
tercourse and copulation with a beast, to wit, with a cow, and 
that he the said C. D. did then and there have carnal copuktion 
with said cow ; against the peace of said Commonwealth, and 
contraiT to the form of the statute in such case made and provid- 
ed. Wherefore kc. 

* 4 Bia. Com. 216. f Id. 216. % Levit. xx. 18—15. 
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SWEARING PROFANELY. 

This wicked and contemptible practice is described in elegant 
and appropriate language in the preamble to the statute of this 
Commonwealth, "to prevent profane cursing and swearing,'* 
which denounces it as a " horrible practice, which is inconsistent 
with the dignity and rational cultivation of the human mind ; and 
with a due reverence for the Supreme Being and his providence ; 
as having a natural tendency to weaken the solemnity of oaths 
lawfully taken in the administration of justice ; and to promote 
falsehood, peijuries, blasphemies, and dissoluteness of manners, 
and to loosen the bonds of civil society."* 

The provisions and penalties of this statute appear to have 
been taken from that of 19 Geo. 11. c. 21, with this (nominal) 
difference, that in our statute the penalty is to be inflicted accor- 
ding to the " quality and circumstances of the offender,'' but in 
the EngUsh statute it is specially enacted, that a laborer, sailor, 
or soldier, shall forfeit a shillmg for every profane oath or curse ; 
that every other person under the degree of a gentleman shall 
forfeit two shillings ; and every gentleman^ or person of superior 
rank, shall forfeit five shillings.f Perhaps in the republican 
courts of this country there might be more difficulty in deciding 
who was bdow and who was above the degree of a gentleman, 
than upon the legal guilt of the culprit ! 

By the third section of our statute, the prosecution must be 
commenced within twenty days next after the offence shall have 
been committed. 

Form of a Complaint for profane Stvearing* 

A. B. of B. Szc., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., on the day of at B. aforesaid, in the 

county aforesaid, being a person who had arrived at the age of 
discretion, to wit, at the age of twenty years, but regardless of 
the reverence due to the Supreme Being and his providence, did 
profanely curse and swear, by uttering with a loud voice, in the 
presence and beuring of diirers citizens of the said Coaraon- 

I 

• Stat 1798, chap. 88. 1 4 Bfau Com. 60. 
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wealthy these wicked and profane words Ibttowing, that is to say, 
[here set forth the profane oath and curse^ in the words in which 
they were uttered ;]U) the great displeasure of Almighty God, 
against good morals and good manners, against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute m such 
case made and provided.* Wherefore be. 



THREATENING LETTERS. 

The oflfence of sending threatening letters without any name, 
or with a fictitious name, demanding money, venisonj or other 
valuable thing, was made a capital offence by a statute of 9 Geo. 
I. c. 22 ; the provisions of which were extended by a statute of 
27 Geo. n. c. 15.f These statutes are not in force in this state, 
not having been adopted here ; and as the oflence is not recog- 
nised by the common law, nor made punishable by any statute, 
the security a:ffi)rded by the law against persons committing it, is 
by demanding surety of the peace and good behavior against 
them, which, at common law, every justice of the peace is bound 
to grant, upon satisfaction given him, upon oath, by any person 
who has just cause to fear that another will injure his person or 
property.J 



TREASON. 

In this country, the constitutions and laws have clearly defined 
the crime of treason, and pointed out the only cases in which it 
can be committed. In Massachusetts, a law upon the subject, 
declaring what acts shall be deemed treason, and for regulating 

* In prosecutions upon this statute for a second or thixd ofifence, the com* 
plaint for such second and third offence must set forth and allege the former 
convictions. See also the form of a record of one or more convictioDS, upon 
the information of sheriffii &c., as given in the statute. 

1 4 Bla. Com. 144. t Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 6. 



TREASON. 409 

the trials and directing the mode of executing judgments against 
persons attainted of treason and felony, was passed prior to the 
adoption of the present constitution of that state, and which is 
now in force, except, perhaps, some of its provisions as to the 
mode of trial, which may be considered incompatible with one of 
the articles of the declaration of rights. In this happy country, 
the crime of treason is seldom mentioned, or even tliought of; 
and so long as the constitution and laws now existing are faithful- 
ly administered, it seems impossible to anticipate the time when 
the folly or depravity of any man will prompt him to attempt 
their opposition or destruction. Yet as one attempt of this na- 
ture,* during the short period of their establishment, has been 
made, and others in future and more degenerate times, may be 
expected, a general outline of the law of treason is here drawn ; 
and the patriotic magistrate will recollect, that it is within the 
scope of his authority and duty, in the first instance, to restrain 
the offender and secure and commit him for trial. 

The history of the crime of treason, in the £nglish govern- 
ment, is, in some instances, most disgraceful to human nature, 
and shows the savage state of manners, and the capricious and 
odious tyranny which anciently existed in that nadon. This re- 
mark is more particidarly applicable to the bloody reign of Henry 
the Eighth, when a man was liable to be drawn to the gallows, 
there to be hung by the neck ; then cut down alive ; his entrails 
to be taken and burned while he was yet alive ; his head cut off; 
his body divided into four parts ; and his head and body to be at 
the king's disposal ; for clipping a sixpenny piece, or for hdieving 
that the king was lawfully married to one of his wives.f 

For a full description and analysis of this crime, as it exists 
at this day in England, the reader is referred to 1 East, P. C. 
37 to 138. — 4 Bla. Com. 74 to 93,— where he wiD find, that 
the heads of the offence relate principally to the king and his 
family ; and, that of the twelve cases enumerated in East, P. C, 
in which treason may be committed in England, only two of them 

* See Blinot's Histoiy of the Insurrection in Massachusetts. 
1 4 Bla. Com! 92, 86. 
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can be the subject of treason in this country, to wit, that ** of 
levying war against the government, and adhering to its enemies, 
giving them aid and comfort'' 

Treason against the United States consists only in levying war 
against them, or in adhering to their enemies, ^ving them aid 
and comfort ; and no person can be convicted of treason, unless 
upon the testimony of two witnesses to the same overt act, or oo 
confession in open court.* 

Congress have power to declare the punishment of treason,, 
but no attainder of treason shall work corruption of blood or for-« 
feiture, except during the life of the person attainted.f In legis* 
lating upon this provision of the constitution. Congress have 
enacted, that if any person or persons, owing allegiance to the 
United States of America, shall levy war against them, or shall 
adhere to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort, within the 
United States, or elsewhere, and shall be thereof convicted on 
confession in open court, or on the testimony of two witnesses to 
the same overt act of the treason, whereof he or they shall stand 
indicted, such person or persons shall be adjudged guilty of trea- 
son against the United States, and shall suffer death. The same 
act provides for the punishment of misprision of treason, by im* 
prisonment not exceeding four years, and fine not exceeding one 
thousand dollars. This misprision of treason is, where any per- 
son or persons, having knowledge of the commission of any trea- 
son against the United States, shall conceal, and not, as soon as 
may be, disclose and make known the same to the President of 
the United States, or some one of the judges or justices tiiereofy 
or to the president or governor of any particular state, or some 
one of the judges or justices thereof ;| and the trial of persons 
indicted of treason is regulated by the same statute. 

What acts constitute or amount to treason, and what is a suffi- 
cient overt act of levying war, have been the subject of judicial 
discussion and decision, in the courts of the United States, for 
which see 2 Dall. Rep. 246, 247, United States v. VigoL — 

^ Constitution of U. S., chap. 1, sec. 7, art 8. 
t Constitution of U. S. chap. 2, sec. 8, art 8; 
I Act of April 80, 1790, 2 vol. Laws U. S. 92. 
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2 Dall. Rep. 355, United States v. Mitchell; and I Dall. 
Rep. 37. 

As to what constitutes levying war against the United States, 
the foUowing points have been decided. 

1. There must bean assemblage of person? for the effecting 
hj force a treasonable purpose; enlistment of men to serve 
against the government is not sufficient.* 

2/ An assemblage of men to revolutionize by force the 
government established by the United States in any of its territo- 
ries, although as a step to some greater projects, amounts to 
levying toar.j' 

3. The meeting of particular bodies of men, and their march- 
ing to a place of general rendezvous, is such an assemblage, as 
constitutes levying trar. 

4. To levy war, is to raise, create, or carry on war. And the 
term *' levying 'war," is used in the constitution of the United 
States, in the same sense in which it was understood in England, 
and this country, to have been used in the statute 25 Edw. III. * 
from which it was borrowed^ 

In the case of the United States o. Burr, 4 Cranch, 471, the 
meaning of the term " levying war," and the facts which amount 
to the proof of that species of treason, are particularly and 
minutely stated and discussed, and the points of law arising from 
them fully considered and setded. To this important and inter- 
esting case, therefore, the reader is referred for the learning upon 
this subject.— See also 1 Dall. Rep. 35, where it was decided 
that the sending intelligence, without setting forth the particular 
letter or its contents, is a sufficient allegation in the charge. 

In the state of New-York it has been decided, 1. That treason 
against the United States is not cognisable in the state courts. 
2. That the offence of adhering and giving aid and comfort to 
the enemies of the United States, is not treason against the state 
of New-York ; and 3. That treason may be committed against 
the state by opposing the laws, or forcibly attempting to over- 

* 4 Cninch Rep. 76. f l^i^* 

X 4 Cianch Rep. 471, The U. S. «. Burr. 
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after a warrant be issued against him ; and it is said that a iuper-> 
sedeas from such justice shall discharge him from arrest from any 
other justice at the suit of the same party for the same cause.* 
But this practice having beep abused, it gave birth to the statute 
of 21 Jac. I. c. 8, by which the abuse was corrected, by re- 
quiring that, in such case, process should not be granted, unless 
the proceedings were bond Jide, kc. 

The recognisance^ when taken before a justice of (he peace, 
may be regulated by the disci^tion of such justice, both as to the 
number and sufficiency of the sureties, and the amount of the 
sum or penalty, in which the party shall be bound.f But the 
recognisance cannot be made to continue beyond the term of the 
next court to which it ought to be made returnable. It cannot, 
as in England, be made without stating any time or place for the 
appearance of the party.| It was so decided in the case of the 
Commonwealth v. Ward,^ in which case the recognisance takeo 
by the justice was, that the party should keep the peace, and be 
of the good behavior, " for and during the term of two years 
from the date." It vras said by the Court in that case, that the 
justice had wholly mistaken his duty ; for when one is brought 
before a justice of the peace, on articles of the peace exhibited 
against him, the justice, if satisfied that there is ground for further 
proceedings, is to order him to recognise Sec. for his appearance 
at the next Court of Common Pleas, and in the mean time to 
keep the peace and be of the. good behavior towards all the citi* 
zens of the Commonwealth, and especially towards the complain- 
ant. The reason why the recognisance is to be made returnable 
to the Court of Common Pleas is, diat, in this state, that court 
now have jurisdiction of the offence of assault and battery, and 
of certain other ofiences, concurrently with the Supremo Judicial 
Court. In other states the recognisance, in these cases, is to be 
taken for and made returnable to such court as may be invested 
with such jurisdiction. 

Notwithstanding the recognisance, at common law, maybe 
taken without expressing any certain time for which the partjr 

* Hawk. b. 1, c. 60, s. 14. f H. 8. 15. { Id. 

§ 4 M. R. 497 ; Ante. 
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shall be bound to keep the peace, it is said by Hawkins to be the 
safest way to bind the party to appear at the next Sessions of the 
Peace, (or whatever court may have the competent jurisdiction,) 
and in the mean time to keep the peace towards all the citizens 
^c, and more especially towards the party complaining.'^ 

3. The recognisance may be discharged^ by the death of the 
principal party who was bound thereby, if it were not forfeited 
before. And it is also said, that it may be discharged by the 
release of the party at whose complaint it was taken.f But 
this opinion may be jusdy questioned, because the recognisance 
is not given to such complainant, who is not a party to it, but to 
the government, and consequently cannot be discharged but by 
the government. Such release, however, will be a sufficient in- 
ducement to the court to which it shall be certified, to discharge 
it. The non-appearance of the party, upon whose complaint it 
was taken, in order to pray the continuance of it, is a sufficient 
reason for discharging it. 

A recognisance for keeping the peace and being of the good 
behavior, ought always to be returned and certified to the next 
Court of Common Pleas, or other court of bferior jurisdiction, 
having authority to try and decide cases of assault and battery, 
and other offences of the same nature and degree ; and if there 
declared to be forfeited, such proceedings will be had, as, accor- 
ding to the laws and usages of each particular state, are requisite 
to recover the penal^ of the recognisanse. In this state, the 
Court of Common Pleas and Supreme Judicial Court are vested 
with civil as well as criminal jurisdiction, and in either court, 
when the recognisance of a party and his sureties becomes for- 
feited, a writ o[ scire fadas is ordered to bsue, in the same 
courts, to recover the penalty. In the city of Boston, the recog- 
nisance may be made returnable to the Municipal Court, and 
the penal^ sued for in the Court of Conmion Pleas. 

As to the forfeiture of a recognisance, and what acts of the par- 
ty will amount to such a forfeiture, a justice of the peace bav- 
mg no authority to decide upon them, the prmciples of law, 

• Hawk. b. 1, c. 60» s. 16. t Id. s. 17. 
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Farm of a Complaint for Treason^ by levying War agatmi tie 

United States.* 

A. B. of B. be., upoQ his oath complains, that John Fries, 
late of &c*, in the district of Pennsjrkania, yeoman, being 

an bhabitant o( and residing within the said United States, to 
wit, in the district aforesaid, and under the protection of the bws 
of the United States, and owing allegiance and fideliQr to the 
said United States, not weighing the duty of said allegiance and 
fidelity, but wickedly devising and intending the peace of the 
said United States to disturb, on the seventh day of March in the 
year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, 
at Bethlehem, in the county of Northampton, in the district 
aforesaid, unlawfully, maliciously, and traitorously did compass, 
imagine, and intend to raise and levy war, insurrection, and rebel- 
lion, against the United States ; and to fulfil and bring to efiect 
the said tratorous compassings, imaginations, and intentions of 
him the said John Fries, he the said John Fries, afterwards, that 
is to say, on the said seventh day of March, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, at the 
said county of Northampton, in tlie district aforesaid, with a 
great multitude of persons, whose names are unknown to him the 
said A. B., to a great number, t6 wit, to the number of one 
hundred persons and upwards, armed and arrayed in a wariike 
manner, mat is to say, with guns, swords, clubs, staves, and other 
warlike weapons, as well ofiTensive as defensive, being then and 
there unlawfully, maliciously, and traitorously assembled and 
cathered together, did falsely and traitorously assemble and join 
Uiemselves together against the said United States ; and then and 
there, with force and arms, did falsely and traitorously, and in a 
wariike and hostile manner array and dispose themselves against 
the said United States ; and then and there, with force and arms, 
in pursuance of such their traitorous intentions and purposes 
aforesaid, he the said John Fries, with the said other persons, so 
as aforesaid traitorously assembled and armed, and arrayed in 
manner aforesaid, most wickedly, maliciously, and traitorously 
did ordain, prepare, and levy war against the United States ; 
contrary to the du^ of the allegiance of him the said John 
Fries, against the peace of the said United States, and contrary 
to the form of the statute of the said United States in such case 
made and provided. Wherefore inc. 

* TUs fonn is taken from the indictment against John Fries, who was tried in 
the Circuit Court of the U. S. for Pennsylvania District For other pxecedents 
of indictment for treason, see 2 Chit C. L. 69. 
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No indictment lies at common law for a trespass to land or 
goods, unless there be a riot or some breach of the peace, or a 
forcible entry.* 

The statute of Massachusetts for *^ more efiectually prevenlh 
ing of trespasses in divers cases," was passed November 23, 
1785.f That part of this law which punishes the cutting down 
or destroying of trees, planted or growing for use, shade, or orna- 
ment, is nearly in the words of the statute of 9 Geo. L c. 22, ex- 
ceptihg as to the punishment. By the English statute this offence 
is punished with death I By our statute it is punished by a fine 
of not less than^ve, nor more than forty shillings. It was prob- 
ably an allusion to the abovementioned English statute, which 
gave occasion to a remark recently made relative to the monstrous 
absurdities in some parts of the English criminal code, that it in- 
flicted the same punishment for the cutting of a tung^ as for the 
msasiination of a father ! 

The offences intended to be suppressed by the abovementioned 
statute of this state, are generally enumerated in the first section ; 
and in this respect it is extremely prolific, there being upwards 
of thirty distinct offences there enumerated, each of which may 
be the subject of a criminal prosecution. As the statute book 
may be supposed to be b the hands of every magistrate, it seems 
needless to transcribe the section in this place. The two suc- 
ceeding sections inflict penalties for wilfully breaking, defacbg, 
or destroying any mile-stone or public monument, unless proper- 
ly authorized so to do, and for committing any of the offences^ 
enumerated in the preceding sections, secredy in the night time, 
or in disguise. 

By the fourtii and last section of the statute, trespasses on pub- 
lic buildings or enclosures, bebnging to any county, town, or 
parish, are to be prosecuted for by the treasurers of the county, 
town, or parish, for the time being, respectively, in a civil action^ 

•8 Burrows, ITOl, 1708, 1707; 8 T. R. 867. 
t Stat. 1785, chap. 28. 
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and therefore they cannot come wthin the criminal jurisdiction 
of a justice of the peace. 

The following are forms of complaints for trespass upon 
the statute of November 23, 1785. 

For cutting down Treet^ growing for Ornament : On the First 

Section of the Statute. 

A. B« of B. bc.y upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with iorce and arms, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, did unlawfully cut down and destroy two 
elm trees in a certain avenue to the dwelling-house of him the 
said A. B. there planted, placed, and growing, for use, shade, 
and ornament, on land not his own, or belonging to him the said 
C. D., to wit, on the land of him the said A. B. and of which 
he the said A. B. was the lawful owner ; he the said C. D. 
then and there not having the consent therefor, from him the 
said A. B., the owner of said land ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided. Wherefore &c. 

Jlgainst a Person for throunng dovm and having open Bars, 
enclosing Land not his own : On the First Section of the 
Statute. 

A. B. of B. kc.y upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&c., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, did unlawfully throw down certain bars, being 
part of a fence belonging to and enclosing a certain piece or par- 
cel of land there situate ; and did then and there unlawiully 
leave open the same bars ; the said land, which was then and 
there enclosed by the fence and bars aforesaid, then and there 
belonging to him the said A. B., and not to him the said C. D., 
and was not his the said C. D's own ; and in which he the said 
C. D. then and there had no interest ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to tlie form of the statute in such 
case made and provided.* Wherefore &tc. 

* The same foim wiU answer for throwing open and leaving open gates, usiiig 
the word *< gate, " instead of bam— or for injuring, marring, and defacing any 
ence, using the words of the statute as descriptive of that particular offence. 
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Against a Perstmfor digging up and carrying away Stones and 
Oravdf an Land not his oum^ and in which he had no Inter, 
est: On the First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 
county aforesaid, did unlawfully dig up, and carry away, a cer- 
tain large quantiQr, to wit, ten cart-loads of stones and gravel, in 
which he the said C. D. then and there had no interest, and 
which was then and tliere lying and being on land not his own, 
but on the land of him the said A. B. ; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided.^ Wherefore &c. 

Against a Person for carrying away Goods from a Wharf or 
Landing'Place whereof he was not a Proprietor : On the 
First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in 
the county aforesaid, did unlawfully take and carry away certain 
goods, to wit, [here describe the goods taken atDoy^"] from a cer- 
tain wharf, (or landing-place,) there situate, called 
wharf; he the said C. D. then and there not bein^ a proprietor 
or owner of the said wharf, for landing place,) m which said 
goods &c., taken and carriea away as aforesaid, he the said 
C. D. then and there had no interest, and said goods being taken 
and carried away as aforesaid, by him the said C. D., without 
the leave of any person whatever who had interest therein ; 
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. Where- 
fore be. 

Against a Person for breaking the Glass^ in a BuUding not Ms 
own : On the First Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
be., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, in the 

* The same fonn will answer for digging up and canying away ore, clay, aand, 
turf, or mould, roots, fruit, or plants, or for cutting down and canying away 
any grass, hay, or com, as mentioned in the same part of the first section. 

63 
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county aforesaid, did unlawfully break and destroy die glass, to 
wit, ten panes of window glass, in a certain building there situate, 
not his own, but which building then and there belonged to, and 
was the property of him the said A. B. ; against the peace of 
said Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. Wherefore &x;. 

For vnlJvUy breaking and defacing a MxUrStone: On the 

Second Section of the Statute, 

A. B. of B. kc.y upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
Sic., being an evil disposed person, on the day of 

now last past, with force and arms, at B. aforesaid, m 
the county aforesaid, a certain mile-stone, placed and put up 
in a public road there, for public convenience and the informa- 
tion of travellers, did unlawfully and wilfully break, deface, 
and destroy ; he the said C. D. not being properly or legal- 
ly authorized so to do ; against the peace of saidCommonweaitb, 
and contrary to the form of the 'statute in such case made and 
provided. Wherefore &c. 

For cutting down Treesy secretly and in the ^ight-TSsne: On 

the Third Section of the Statute. 

A. B. of B. &c., upon his oath complains, that C. D. of 
&x;., being an evil disposed and malicious person, on the 
day of now last past, with force and arms, at B. 

aforesaid, in the county aforesaid, did unlawfully, secredy, and 
in the night-time, cut down and destroy two elm trees, in a cer- 
tain avenue to the dwelling-bouse of him the said A. B., there 
f>lanted, placed, and growing, for use, shade, and ornament, oa 
and not his own, or belonging to him the said C. D., to wit, on 
the land of him the said A. B., and of which he the said A. B. 
was then and there the lawful owner ; he the said C. D. then 
and there not having the consent therefor from him the said 
A. B., the owner of said land ; against the peace of said Com- 
monwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
made and provided. Wherefore ho. 
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USURY. 



UsuRT is defined to be *' an unlawful contract upon the loan 
of money, to receive the same again with exorbitant increase.'** 
It was anciently considered to be unlawful for a Christian to take 
any kind of usury, and that whoever was guilty of it was liable 
to be punished by the censures of the Church ; and that if, after 
deaths a person was found to have been a usurer while living, all 
his chattels and lands were forfeited to the government.f This 
is another instance of the strange, and as we should now say 
shocking absurdities of the English criminal code, as it anciently 
stood. To try and convict a man for a highly penal offence, 
cfier he was dead, must have been a curiosity even in the dark 
and gloomy age in which it was permitted. 

The strong and general prejudice against usury, may probably 
be traced to the Mosaic laws and institutions. This and every 
other species of oppression should be restrained by wholesome 
laws ; but it is asked by a writer of great authority,! " What 
reason can there be, that the lender of money should not as well 
make an advantage of it, as the borrower ? " The same author 
adds, '^ neither do the passages in the Mosaical law which are 
generally urged against the lawfubess of all usuiy, if fully con- 
sidered, so much prove the unlawfulness, as the lawfulness of 
it ; for if all usury were against the moral law, why should it not 
be as much so in respect of foreigners, of whom the Jews Were 
expressly allowed to take it, as in respect of those of the same 
nation, of whom alone they were forbidden to receive it ? From 
whence it seems clearly to follow, that the prohibition of it to that 
people, was merely polUicaly and consequently doth not extend 
to any other nation." 

The statute of Massachusetts, " for the restraining the taking 
of executive usury," passed March 16, 1784,§ is copied nearly 
verbatim^ from the 12th of Ann, c. 16. The latter statute estab- 
lishes the rate of interest at five per cent, but as to those parts 

* 4 Bla. Com. 156. f Hawk. b. 1, c. 82, •. 4. t Hawk. b. 1, c. 82, a. 7. 

§ Stat 1788, chap. &6. 
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of it wfaicb declaie aD usorioiis contracts to be void, and which 
create die peoahiesfortakii^ accepting, and recdving usury, the 
language is sobstantiaDj the same in both. The statute of 12di 
of Ann points out no mode in which the penahies shall be sued 
lor and recovered. Our statute provides, that its penalties and 
forfeitures shall be recovered ^ by indictment or action of the 
case, one moiety thereof to the use of the Commonwealth, and 
the other moiety to him or them who prosecutes, complaias or 
sues for the same." And there b a praciMo m this last mentkm- 
ed statute, that '' nodiing in this act shall extend to the letting of 
cattle, or other usages of the like nature in practice among farm- 
ers, or maritime contracts among merchants, as bottomry, insur- 
ance, or course of exchange, as hath been her^ofore accustom- 
ed." 

Among the various decisions which have been had upcxi tbe 
construction of these statutes, (which are too numerous to be 
here stated,) there is one which deserves particular notice, which 
is, that no penalty can be recovered, unless there has been un- 
lawful interest actually takerij accepted^ and received* For to 
constitute the offence, three things must concur: 1. A contract 
between the parties : 2. Moneys or other things lent : 3. Above 
the rate of legal interest actually received by tbe lender for for- 
bearance.* 

It b here to be recollected, that, according to tbe decision in 
Commonwealth v. Cbeny,f no person can be held to bail before 
a magistrate in this state, for tbe offence of usury. Our statute 
expressly authorizes a prosecution qui tarn, in the name of a 
common informer, as weU as by indictment. The reasons of 
this decision are given by Parsons C. J. in delivering tbe opinion 
of the court in that case, to which the reader is referred.| It 
has also been doubted, whether, from the construction of the 
several acts relative to the establishment of the present Court of 
Common Pleas in this state, this offence of usury, though a com- 
mon misdemeanor, is not excluded from the jurisdiction of that 
court. 

^ Hawk. b. 1, c. 82, f . 8, note 1 ; 8 Wilaon, 862. f ^ M. It 848. 

I Ante. 
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By a subsequent statute of Massachusetts, passed January 
19th, 1788,* made for the limitation of actions upon penal stat- 
utes, all prosecutions for usury, if instituted by a common mform- 
er in a qui tarn action, shall be commenced within one year next 
after the ofience is committed ; and if prosecuted by indictment, 
within two years next after the ofience is committed. For a 
general description of the ofience of usury, and various decisions 
relating to it, see Hawk. b. 1, c. 82.-— 4 Bla. Com. 156. — 2 
Bla. Com. 455, be. 

Form of a Complaint for Usury. 

A. B. of B. be., upon his oath complains, that on the 
day of m the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 

dred and twenty, one C. D. of be., yeoman, did lend to 

one E. F. the sum of dollars, and that the said E. F., 

for securing the repayment of the said sum of dollars, 

with lawful interest for the ^ame, to the said C. D., afterwards, 
to wit, on the day of aforesaid, at B. aforesaid, in 

the county aforesaid, did give and deliver to the said C. D. a 
certain promissory note, bearing date the day and year last afore- 
said, by which said note the said E. F. did promise to pay to 
him the said C. D. the said sum of with lawful interest 

for the same in six months after the date of the same note ; and 
that the said C. D. afterwards, to wit, on at be., 

aforesaid, unlawfully, unjusdy, and corrupdy, did receive, accept, 
and take of and from the said E. F. the sum of dollars 

and cents, of the moneys of him the said E. F., and by 

way of corrupt bargain and loan for the forbearing and giving 
day of payment of the said sum of from the said 

day of until the said day of which said sum 

of so as aforesaid received and taken by the said C. D. 

for the forbearing and giving day of payment of the said sum 
of from the said day of until the said 

day of did exceed the rate of six dollars for the loan of 

one hundred dollars for the year; against the peace of said 
Commonwealth, and contrary to the form of the statute in such 
vcase made and provided. Wherefore be. 

Vagbants and Vagabonds.— See '^ House of Correction.'^ 

Wat.— See " Nuisance.*' 

* Stat 1788» chH>. 12. 
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CIVIL ACTIONS. 



Tbs following precedents are principally collected fix>in the 
^^ American Precedents of Declarations,'' and consist of such 
forms be. as are usually required by justices of the peace in 
civil actions. 

In all civil actions of a personal nature, within the jurisdiction 
of a justice of the peace, the defendant has a right to give any 
i^>6cial matter in evidence, under the general issue, as though 
specially pleaded. This right in Massachusetts is given by a 
statute of 1783, chap. 42, ssc. 7. The exception in that section, 
which referrs to actions of trespass committed on real estate, will 
be noticed in that part of the subsequent precedents which relate 
to actions of trespass. It may be here noticed once for all, that 
no other plea than the general issue is necessary in trials upon 
the merits, before justices of the peace, and that the forms of 
6uch pleas will be found in their proper places among the follow- 
ing precedents ; and that, as the justice who tries the case, can- 
not be of counsel for either party, no forms, either of pleas to 
the jurisdiction or in abatement, or of special pleas, are consider- 
ed necessary for Atm, and therefore not given in this collection. 
When such pleas are necessary or advisable, the party will of 
course employ counsel. 
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DECLARATIONS IN ASSUMPSIT. 

1. INDEBITATUS ASSUMPSIT. 

On Account annexed. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of according to 

the account hereunto annexed, in consideration thereof, then and 
there promised the plaintiff, to pay him the same sum on de- 
mand ; yet, though often requested, the said A. hath never paid 
the same, but wholly neglects and refuses so to do, to the dam- 
age kc. 

Money had and received. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of for so much 

money before that time had and received by him the said A. to. 
the plaintiff's use, then and there in consideration thereof, prom- 
ised the plaintiff to pay him that sum on demand ; yet, though 
requested, the said A. has not paid the same to the plaintiff but 
neglects and refuses so to do. 

Money lent and aceommodated. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of for the like 

sum of money before that time lent and accommodated by the 
plaintiff to the said A. at his request, in consideration thereof, 
then and there promised the plaintiff to pay him the same sum 
on demand ; yet the said A., though requested, has not paid the 
same, but neglects and refuses so to do. 

Money laid otU and expended. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of for so much 

money before that time laid out and expended bv the plaintiff for 
the use of him the said A. and at his request, then and there in 
conaderation thereof pnxnised the plaintiff to pay him that sum 
on demand ; yet the said A., though requested, has never paid 
the same, but refuses so to do. 
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For Meat^ Drink, tfC. 

In a plea of die case, for that the said A. at on 

being in debt to the plaintiff in the sum of for meat, drink, 

lodgings, and other necessaries, by the plaintiff before that time 
provided for him the said A. and at his request, according to the 
account hereto annexed, then and there in consideration thereof 
promised the plaintiff to pay him that sum on demand ; yet, 
though requested, he has never paid the same, but neglects and 
refuses so to do. 

Fw Labor and Materials. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the pkintiff in the sum of for certain 

labor done and performed, and for divers materials found and 
provided by the plamtiff for him the said A. at his request, ac- 
cording to the account hereunto annexed, then and there in con- 
sideration thereof, promised the plaintiff to pay him therefor, the 
said sum of yet the said A., though requested, has never 

paid the same to the plaintiff, but refuses so to do. 

For Work and Labor vnth Horses^ CartSj ^c. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plamtiff in the sum of for work and 

labor, care and diligence of the plaintiff, by him with his horses^ 
carts, and carriages before that time done, performed, and bestow- 
ed in and about die business of him the said A, at his request accor- 
ding to the annexed account, in consideration thereof promised 
the plaintiff to pay him therefor the said sum of dollars, 

of which said A. then and there had notice ; yet the said A.» 
though requested, has never paid the plaintiff said sum, but 
neglects and refuses so to do. 

For Work and Service as a Schoolmistress. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A. at on 

being indebted to the plaintiff in the said sum of for the 

work, service, care, diligence, and attendance of the plaintiff as a 
schoolmistress, by her, before that time done, performed, render- 
ed, and bestowed in and about the teaching and instructing of 
B. C, the infant daughter of the said A., in reading, needle work, 
good manners, and other necessary accomplishments and quali- 
fications, from to according to the annexed ac- 
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count, and at his request, in consideration whereof, he the said 
A. then and there promised the plaintiff to pay her therefor the 
sum of yet the said A., though requested, has never paid 

the same, but neglects and refuses so to do. 

QUANTUM MERUIT. 

For Labor and Service. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

In consideration that the plaintiff, at the special instance and re- 
quest of the said A. before that time, had done and performed 
certain work, labor, and service, according to the account annex- 
ed, for him the said A., promised the plaintiff to pay him on de- 
mand so much money as he reasonably deserved to have and 
receive therefor ; and the plaintiff avers, that he reasonably de- 
serves therefor the sum of dollars ; of which the said A. 
then and there had notice ; yet, though often requested, the said 
A. refuses to pay the same. 

For Work done^ and Articles found by a Tailor. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

in consideration that the plaintiff, then being a tailor, at the re- 
quest of the said A., had fitted, made, and delivered divers vest- 
ments and ardcles of clothing for the said A., according to the 
annexed account, with certain wares, by the plaintiff, in that be- 
half, then and there found and provided, then and there promised 
the plaintiff to pay him as much money therefor as he reasonably 
deserved to have for the same ; and the plaintiff avers, that he 
reasonably deserves to have therefor the sum of yet the 

said A., though requested, has not paid the same, but refuses so 
to do. 

For Rent. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

in consideration that the plaintiff, at the special instance and re- 
quest of the said A,, had permitted .him to occupy and improve 
a certain house [shop or other buildings as the case may be,'] from 
to which said A. occupied and held accordingly, 

Eromised the plaintiff to pay him on demand, as much money as 
e reasonably deserved to have for the same ; and the plaintiff 
avers, that he reasonably deserves therefor, the sum of yet 

the said A., though requested, refuses to pay the same. 

64 



43C ASSUHPSIT. 



By a Physician, 

In a plea of the case, for that the plaintiff, on at 

had travelled as a physician, and visited and attended the said A., 
and had done and performed certain service, in attending, healing, 
and curing the said A. and divers persons belonging to his family, 
of divers diseases and maladies ; and had found and provided for 
him the said A. divers medicines and potions, according to the 
account hereto annexed, at the like request of the said A., then 
and there in^onsideration thereof promised the plaintiff to pay 
him therefor as much money as he reasonably deserved to have 
for tlie same on demand ; and the plaintiff avers that he reason- 
ably deserves therefor the sum of of which the said A. 
had notice ; yet, though requested, he has never paid the plainiiff 
said sum, but refuses so to do. 

-For Horse Keepirtg. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

in consideration that the plaintiff, at the request of said A., bad 
before that time found and provided horse-meat, stabling, and at- 
tendance for the horses oi him the said A., accordbg to the 
account annexed, then and there promised the plaintiff to pay 
him^ therefor as much money as he reasonably deserved for the 
same ; and the plamtiff avers, that he reasonably deserves there- 
for the sum of yet, though requested, the said A. hath 
not paid the same, but re&ses so to do. 

For the Hire of Horses. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., on at 

in consideration that the plaintiff, at his request, had before that 
time let to hire to the said A. divers horses of the plaintiff ac- 
cording to the annexed account, and that said A., according to 
the said letting and hiring, had and used the same, promised the 
plaintiff to pay him as much money therefor as he reasonably 
deserved to have for the same ; and the plaintiff avers, that he 
reasonably deserves therefor the sum of yet the said A., 

though requested, hath not paid said sum, but neglects and refiises 
so to do. 

For Servanfs Wages. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

in consideratkm that the plaintiff at die special request of tbe 
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said A«, had before that time done and performed certain work 
and service, as the servant of said A. for the space of viz. 

from the day of to the day of then 

and there promised the plaintiff to pay him thereior as much mon- 
ey as he reasonably deserved to have for the same ; and the 
plaintiff avers, that he reasonably deserves tlierefor the sum of 
yet said A., though requested, has not paid the same, 
but refuses so to do. 

QUANTUM VALEBANT. 

Far Goods sold and delivered. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

in consideration that the plaintiff had, at his the said A's request, 
sold and delivered him sundry goods, wares, and merchandise, 
according to the account hereto annexed, then and there promised 
the plaintiff, to pay him therefore as much money, as the same 
were reasonably worth, on demand ; and the plaintiff avers, that 
the said goods, wares, and merchandise were reasonably worth 
the sum of of all which the said A. then and diere had no- 

tice ; yet, though requested, he has never paid the same, but re- 
fuses so to do. 

INSIMUL COMPUTASSENT. 

In a plea of the case, for that the plaintiff and the said A., at 
on accounted together of and concerning their 

mutual dealings, and of and concerning divers sums of money, 
before that time due from the said A. to the plaintiff; and there- 
upon the said A. was found indebted to the plaintiff, in the sum 
of and in consideration thereof then and there promised 

the plaintiff to pay him that sum on demand ; yet the said A., 
though requested, has never paid said sum, but neglects and re- 
fuses so to do. 



SPECIAL ASSUMPSIT. 

NOTES OF HAND. 

Payee v. Maker. 



In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

by his note under his hand of that date, for value received, prom- 
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ised tbe pbuntiff, to pay him, (or his order,) the sum of 
on demand, with interest till paid ; yet the said A., though re- 
quested, has never paid said sum or interest, but neglects and 
refuses so to do. 

Partners v. Maker. 

To answer unto A. & B. of partners, iointly negotiat- 

ing in business and trade under the finn of A. o^ Co. in a plea 
of tiie case, for that the said C, at on by his note 

under his hand of that date, for value received promised the plain- 
tiff, by the name of their firm, of A. & Co. to pay them or their 
order, the sum of on demand with interest till paid.; yet 

the said C, though often requested, has never paid said sum, bu 
refuses so to do. 

Payee v. Partners. 

Attach A. b B. &£c., partners in trade doing business under 
the firm of A. b Co. to answer be. in a plea of the case, for 
that the said A. & B., on at by their note, signed 

by their name and style of partnership, of that date, for value re- 
ceived, promised the plainti^ to pay him or his order the sum 
of on demand with interest ; yet, though requested, they 

have never paid the same, but refuse so to do. 

Indorsee v. Maker. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

by his note under his hand of that date, for value received, prom- 
ised one C. to pay him or order the sum of on demand, 
with interest till paid ; and the said C. afterwards, on the 
day of by his endorsement of the same note, in writing 
under his hand, orderd the contents thereof to be paid to the 
plaintiff or his order, according to the tenor of said note, of 
which said A. then and there had notice, and thereby became 
liable, and in consideration thereof then and there promised the 
plaintiff, to pay him the contents of the same note, according to 
the tenor thereof ; yet the said A., although requested, has never 
paid the same, but refuses so to do. 

Indorsee v. Indorsor. 

In a plea of the case, for that one G., at on by 

his note under his hand of that date, promised the said A. (die 
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defendant,) to pay him or his order, the sum of at or before 

then next ensuing, but since passed, with interest there- 
for until paid ; and the said A* thereafterwards, on the same 
day, by his endorsement of die same note in writing, ordered the 
contents thereof then due and unpaid to be paid to the plaintiff, 
according to the tenor thereof, and the plaintiff thereafterwards 
on made diligent search after the said G. to demand pay- 

ment of him, but could not find him, [ofj if the case be so, at 
on presented said note, the same being then pay- 

able to said G., for payment, which the said G. then and there 
refuse to do,] whereof the said A. then and there had notice, 
and thereby became liable, and in consideration thereof then and 
there promised the plaintiff to pay the same; yet the said A., 
though requested, has never paid the same, but refuses so 
to do. 



ORDERS. 

Payee v. Acceptor on an accepted Order. 

In a plea of the case, for that one C, at on 

drew his order in writing under his hand of that date, directed 
to the said A., therein and thereby requesting the said A. to pay 
the plaintiff or his order the sum of on demand, for 

value received of the plaintiff, by the said C, and charge the 
same to the said C's account ; and the plaintiff thereafter- 
wards, on the same day, presented the said order to the said A. 
for his acceptance, who then and there accepted the same ; 
whereby he became liable, and then and there in consideration 
thereof promised the plaintiff to pay him the amount thereon 
due ; yet the said A., though requested, has never paid the same, 
but refuses so to do. 

Payee v. Drawer^ Order not accepted. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at - on 
for value received of the plaintiff, drew his order in writing un- 
under his hand of that date, directed to one C, therein and there- 
by requesting the said C. to pay the plaintiff or his order the 
sum of . on demand, and charge the same to the ac- 
count of the said A. ; and the plaintiff, on at present- 
ed the said order to said C. for his acceptance and payment, 
which the said C. then and there refused to do, of which the 
said A. then and there had notice, whereby he became liable 
to pay the said sum to the plaintiff, and then and there, in con- 
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sideratioa thereof, promised the plaintiff so to do ; yet, though 
requested, he refuses to pay the same. 

On a Note for ddivery of Mptcijic Artidet. 

In a plea of the case, for that the said A., at on 

by his note of hand for value received, promised the plaintiff to 
pay and deliver to him, or his order, gallons of New 

England rum, at [on or b^ore\ then next ensuing, 

and now past, and the plaintiff avers, that the said rum, at said 
time and place of delivery, was of the value of for each 

gallon thereof, and that be was then and there ready to re- 
ceive the same ; yet the said A., though then and there requested, 
never delivered die same to the plaintiff, but refuses so to do* 

Note. When the articles are payable on demand^ a special 
request or demand must be averred as follows : ** Yet the said A., 
though afterwards requested, viz. on at and at 

[said place of de/trery ,] refused to deliver the said rum to the 
plaintiff, according to his promise aforesaid." 

QT^'l^he form of the plea, that is, the general issue, in an ac^ 
tion of assumpsit, is as follows : 

And the said A. B. comes and defends be. and for plea says 
he never promised the plaintiff in manner and form, as he in his 
declaration hath alleged ^ and thereof puts himself on trial. 

By C. D., his attorney. 
And the plaintiff likewise. 

By £• F., his aiiomey. 

The. form of the record of a case before a justice of the peace 
will be found at the close of these precedents. The form, there 
inserted, will be proper, mutatis mutandis, in all the difierent forms 
of actions. 
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ACTIONS ON THE CASE. 

DECEIT. 

This species of acdon on the case is grounded on fraud, im- 
position, or express warranty ; and is susceptible of two kinds of 
remedy, viz. an action of assumpsit^ or case for deceit.* In 
cases of express warranty, assumpsit is the most appropriate 
remedy, although deceit will lie on such warranty. It cannot be 
necessary to multiply precedents for this species of injury, in 
this collection ; because in most cases the amount of damages 
demanded will exceed the jurisdiction of a single justice, and 
because, also, this species of action is seldom resorted to without 
the aid of professional advice. Those which I have selected are 
in cases which may fall within a justice's jurisdiction. The plea, 
in these actions on the case, before a single justice, wiU always 
be that of not guilty. • 

On Warranty of Wines. 

In a plea cf the case, for that whereas the said A., on 
at in consideration of the sum of by the plaintiff 

then and there paid to the said A., did bargain and sdl unto the 
said plaintiff ' galbns of wine ; and upon making said bargain 
and sale, the said A. did then and there warrant the said wines to 
be good and perfect wine and in good order, state, and condition ; 
yet the plaintiff avers, that the said wines were, at the time of said 
bargain and sale, corrupted and adulterated ; and if drank, hurtful 
and pernicious to the health and constitution of man ; whereby 
the plaintiff, upon said bargain, sale, and warranty, was then and 
there greatly deceived and defrauded. 

For selling a Cow^ belonging to another Person. 

In a plea of the case, for that the plainti^ on at 

bargained with the said A. [defendant,] to purchase of him a 
certain cow, who, knowing the same to be the cow of one D., 
sold the same to the plaintiff, and then and there warranted the 
said cow as his the said A's property, for a sum of money to be paid 
therefor by the plaintiff, to the said A., and the plaintiff avers, that 

* Doug. 18, Stuart «. WUkiiif. 



432 ACTIONS ON THE CASE. 

afterwards the said D. demanded and took the said cow from the 
plaintiff, as his the said D's own cow, and carried the said cow 
awaj as his the said D's own property ; and so the pkintiff saith, 
that the said A. bath cheated and deceived the plamtiff. 

For selling Liquors by short Measure. 

For that the said A., at on did falsely and frau- 

dulently deceive the plaintiff by then selling him the plaintiff a 
certain quantity of spirituous liquor, called as and for the 

quantity of two gallons, and then and there warranting the same 
to be and to contain that quantity ; when in truth and in fact, the 
said quantity of spirituous liquor so sold and warranted as afore- 
said, at the time of the sale and warranty thereof, was not, nor 
did contain the said quantity of two gallons, but a less quantity, 
to wit, the quantity of six quarts, and no more ; all which the 
said A. then and Uiere well knew. 

For selling Wool^ artfully packed. 

For that the plaintiff, on at bargained with the 

said A. to buy of him pounds of wool, which was then 

and there packed and bound up into parcels, in the form and 
which had the appearance of fleece wool ; and the said A. by 
then and there warranting said wool to be fleece wool, and to be 
packed and bound up fairly and without deceit, and to be good 
and merchantable, tlien and there deceitfully sold the same to 
the plaintiff for the sum of dollars, to be thereafterwards 

paid by the plaintiff for the same ; and the plaintiff avers, that 
at the time and place of said sale, the said wool were deceitfully 
and fraudulently packed and bound up, and that parcels 

thereof were not fleece wool, nor good and merchantable wool ; 
but the inside thereof was wool of no value ; of all which the 
said A. was then and there well knowing ; and so the plaintiff 
saith, that the said A., in manner aforesaid, falsely deceived and 
defrauded the plaintiff. 

0:?=The same form as this, will answer for a fraud in the sale 
of any other article. 

For shooting a Dog, 

For that whereas the plaintiff, on the day of at 

was possessed of a certain [spaniel] dog, of the value 

of as of the proper goods of the said plaintiff, whereby 
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he received benefit and profit ; yiet the said A., well knowing 
the same, but maliciously contriving and intending to injure the 
plaintiff in this particular, then and there discharged a certain 
gun, loaded with gunpowder and leaden shot, at and upon said 
dog, whereby the said dog was mortally wounded and then and 
there died, whereby the plaintiff was gready injured be. 

For keeping a Dog accustomed to bite. 

For that said A., on at a certain dog accustomed 

to bite sheep, then and there knowingly kept, which said dog, 
then and there on the same day, five sheep of tne plaintiff, then and 
there found, so grievously did bite, that three of the same, of the 
value of died ; and the residue of said sheep were injur- 

ed and rendered of no value. 

For immoderately riding a Horse. 

For that the said A., on at had hired a horse of 

the plaintiff to ride from to for a certain sum then 

agreed upon, and the plaintiff delivered said horse to said A. to 
ride accordingly ; yet said A. so carelessly and immoderately 
rode «aid horse, that by means of tiring, and otherwise abusing 
said horse, the said horse died. 

SLANDER. 

For caUing Plaintiff a Thief. 

In a plea of the case, for that the plaintiff is, and from his 
youth hath been, a person of good name and reputation among 
his neighbours, for honesty and propriety of conduct, and is and 
always has been free from the atrocious crime of stealing ; nev- 
ertheless the said A., not being ignorant of the premises, but 
maliciously and wickedly to injure and destroy the plaintiff's 
good name and character, and to bring him into contempt and 
hatred among his neighbours and fellow ciuzens, and to expose 
him to the punishment by law inflicted for the crime of theft, did, 
on at in presence and hearing of divers citizens of 

said Commonwealth, with a loud voice, utter, speak, and publish 
the following false and malicious words following, of and concerning 
the plam^, viz. [here insert the words spoken verbatim^ with 
proper inuendos.j By means of which said false, scandalous, 
and malicious words, the plaintiff has been greatly injured in his 
good name, fame, and reputation, and has been exposed to a 
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prosecutioD for the crime of stealing ; and tbe plaintiff has there- 
by sufiered great anxiety and dbtress of mind by reasop of tbe 
premiser. 

0[!^^'Th]s form of dedaraition will answer for most other cases of 
slander by words, by preservbg tbe form, and inserting the words 
spoken. 

For a Libel. 

In a plea of the case, for that the plaintiff is of good name Sic. 
[as in tke preceding precedent^'] yet, &;c. the said A. did oqbi- 
pose, write, and publish a scandalous and malicious libel, where* 
in, among other things, it was falsely and scandalously affirmed of 
and concerning the plaintiff, as follows, viz. [here insert the ufords 
of the libelj with proper inuendos ;] whereas in truth and in fact, 
the plaintiff was not guilty of any of the misdemeanors in said 
libel published. By means of which said fake, scandalous, and 
malicious libel, published as aforesaid, by him the said A«, tbe 
plaintiff hath suffered great scandal and reproach, and been odi- 
erwise gready injured in his reputation and estate. 

TROVER. 

For a Chest of CloOies. 

In a plea of the case, for that the plaintiff, on at 

was possessed of a certain chest, containing a quandty of clothes, 
which are particularly mentioned in the schedule hereto annexed, 
all of the value of dollars, as of his own property ; and bemg 
so thereof possessed, then and there, on the same day, at said 
casuaUy lost the same, which said chest and articles 
aforesaid then and there, on the same day, came into the hands 
and possession of the said A. [defendant,] by finding ; yet the 
said A., well knowing the goods and chattels aforesaid to bdoog 
to the plaintiff, though requested, hath not delivered the same to 
the plaintiff, but afterwards, on the same day, converted the same 
to his own use. 

QC^^his form will answer for all cases of trover, varyjjoe the 
statement as to the property lost, according to the focts. 
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COVENANT. 



The cases m which the action of Covenant is the appropriate 
remedy, generally relate to those subjects of litigation, which 
are not within the jurisdiction of a justice of the peace ; such as 
warranty of land and the breach of the covenants in the deed of 
it, which generally involve the tide to real estate, and cannot be 
decided upon in a justice's court ; Charter-parties, Indentures, 
Leases, be. ; in most of which cases the damages demanded ex- 
ceed the jurisdiction of a justice's court. No precedents therefore 
of declarations in cases of Covenant broken, are inserted in this 
collection. 



DEBT. 

On Bonds. 

In a plea of debt, for that the said A., on at by 

his writing obligatory of that date, by him signed and sealed, and 
here in court to be produced, bound and acknowledged himself 
to be indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of dollars to be 

paid to the plaintiff on demand; yet the said A., though request- 
ed, hath never paid the same, but unjustly detains it. 

On a Band by a surviving Obligee. 

In a plea of debt, for that the said A., on at by 

his writmg obligatory of that date, bv him signed and sealed, and 
here in court to be produced, bound himself to the plaintiff and 
one B. now deceased, whom the plaintiff survived, in the sum of 
dollars, to be paid to the plaintiff and the said B. or eith- 
er of them, on demand ; yet the said A., though requested, hath 
never paid the same to die plaintiff or said B. in his lifetime, or 
to the plaintiff since the decease of the said B., but detains it. 

(t/^The general issue in an action of debt upon bond, is non est 
factum^ the form of which is as follows : " And the said A. comes 
mad defends be., and says, that the instrument declared on in the 
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plaiotiff's writ and declaratioo, is not his deed, and of das he 
puts himself on trial. 

By A. B., his attorney. 
And the plaintiff likewise, By C. D., his attanef. 

Dibt on a Judgment in a Justices Court, 

In a plea of debt, for that the plaioti^ by the coosidera&xi of 
C. D. Esqpire, at a justice's court, holden before him the said 
C. D., at $s dwelling-house in on recovered judg- 

ment against the said B. [defendant,] for the sum of dam- 

ages and for costs of said suit, as by the record thereof 

there remaining appears ; an attested copy whereof is here ready 
to be produced ; which said judgment is now in full force and in 
no part satisfied, or annulled ; whereby an action hath accrued 
to the plaintiff to have and recover of the said B. the several 
sums aforesaid, amounting together to the sum of with 

lawful interest thereon ; yet the said B., though requested, hath 
not paid the same, but unjusdy detains it. 

(t/^If a part of the judgment has been satisfied, say ^ which 

said judgment remains unsatisfied in part, mz. for the sum of 

and an action hath accrued to the plaintiff,'' [as next 
abovcl 

For Rent on a pxrole Lease. 

In a plea of debt, for that the plaintiff by lease parole, on 
at demised to the said D. [defendant] a house 

situated in aforesaid, to hold for one quarter of a year next 

ensuing, and so from quarter to quarter so long as bodi parties 
should agree ; yielding and paying the sum of for every 

quarter he should hold the premises so devised ; by force where- 
of the said D. then entered upon the premises and held them 
until when the sum of rent became due, and is 

still in the rear and unpaid ; whereby an action hath accrued to 
the plaintiff to recover and have the same sum, and thereof he 
brings this suit ; yet the said D., though requested, hath never 
paid the sum, but detains it. 
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(EF'Tbe general issue in Debt, on a judgment and other 
simUar causes of action is nil debet^ and is in the following form : 

And the said A. B. comes and defend &C., and says, that be 
does not owe the plaintiff in manner and form, as he in his dec- 
laration hath alleged, and of this he puts himself on trial. 

By A. B., his attorney. 
And the plaintiff likewise. By C. D., his cUtomey. 



MIUTIA. 

The form of proceeding for the recovery of the penalties 
created by the statute of 1809, chap. 108, " for regulating and 
governing the militia of this Commonwealth," are all contained 
in the 35th section of that statute. It cannot be necessary to 
transcribe them into this collection, as every justice of the peace 
is supposed to be possessed of the volume in which thoy are 
contained. When, therefore, application is made to a justice of 
the peace, for the recovery of any of the penalties of the militia 
law, he will find every thing prepared for him, as to the form of 
proceeding, in the section above alluded to. There is another 
sufficient reason for not here copjring these forms ; the fluctuating 
state, and the constant alterations in the militia laws, render it 
highly probable that these alterations will contmue to be made, 
and that the final result may be a material charge, if not a total 
abolition of them. 



TRESPASS. 

Assault and Battery. 



In a plea of trespass, for that the said A., on at 

with force and arms, in and upon the plaintiff did make an as- 
sault, and him then and there beat, bruised, and evil entreated, and 
other wrongs and iniuries then and there did, against the peace, 
and to the damage he. 
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Auaidtf Battery^ and False Imprisonment. 

In a plea of trespass, for that the said A., at od 

with force and arms, made an assault upon the plaintiff, and him 
then and there beat and abused, and without any lawful authority 
him the plaintiff did then and there falsely imprison and hold in 
duress for the space of and other wrongs then and there 

did, to the great damage of him the plaintiiS^ against the peace, 
and to the damage &c. 

By Husband and W^eyfor an Assault upon the Wife. 

To answer unto A. B., of and C. D., the wife of him 

the said A. B., m a plea of trespass, for that the said F. [defendant,] 
on at with force and arms, in and upon the said 

C. D. did make an assault, aild her the said C D. did then and 
there beat, abuse, and ill treat, and other wrongs then and there 
did, against the peace, and to the damage of said A. B. and 
C. D. &c. 

Trespass to personal Property. 

In a plea of trespass, for that said A., at on with 

force and arms, tooK and carried away the plaintiff's boat, of the 
value of and converted the same to his own use, against 

the peace, and to the damage &c. 

<iUAR£ CLAUSUM FREGIT. 

Trespass on real Property. 

In a plea of trespass, for that the said A., at on 

with force and arms, broke and entered the plaintiff's close, situ- 
ated in containing acres, and bounded as follows, 
viz. and then and there, with force as aforesaid, the plain- 
tiff's grass, then and there standing and growing, beat down and 
destroyed, and other wrongs then and there did to the plaintiff, 
against the peace &c. 

(t/^'The general issue in actions of trespass, is not guilty. In 
an action of trespass upon real estate, the defendant is not allowed 
to give in evidence, under the general issue, any thing that may 
bring the tide of real estate in question. The duty of the jus- 
tice in such cases, is particularly pomted out in the statute of 
1783, chap. 42, sec. 2. 
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Farm of a Justice^s Record in a civil action. 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Suffolk ss. At a Justice's Court, held before me the subscriber, 
one of the justices of the peace for the county of at my 

dwelling-house in in said county of . on the 

day of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 

dred and twenty 

A. B., Plaintiff. 

C. D., Defendant. 

in a plea of for that [here set forth the declaration.'] 

The plaintiff appear^ and enters his action ; the defendant al- 
so appears, and for plea says, that and thereof puts him- 
self on trial ; upon which plea, issue being joined, and the parties 
being fully heard and understood, it appears to me the said justice, 
that the plaintiff's declaration is - proved ; and that the 
defendant in manner and form as the plaintiff declares : 
It is therefore considered by me the said justice, that he the said 
recover against the said the sum of dam- 
age and cost of suit, taxed at 
A true copy of Record. Attest, 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 
From which judgment the said appealed to the next Court 

of Common Fleas, to be bolden at within and for the 

county aforesaid, on the next, and entered into recogni- 

sance, as the law directs, to prosecute said appeal there with 
effect. 
Attest, 

A. B., Justice of the Peace. 



The form of an execution to be used m civil actions, triable 
before a justice of the peace, will be found in the statute of 
1784, chap. 28, sec. 3. 
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Stranger in the boose not privileged ..••«. 50 

Officers may break oat of tbe borne to gain their liberty - - - 60 
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For a simple assault ....... 164, note 164 

For a common assault and battery ....... 166 
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For a felonious assault, and casting into a pond, with intent to drown 178 
For a felonious assault with intent to commit a rape ... 173 
With intent carnally to know and abuse a female child under the aga 

of ten years 174, note 174 

For a felonious assault by two persons, with intent that one ihonld 

commit a rape 174 
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For an assanit with intent to rob - 174 

For an assault with iotent to maim 173 

For an assault with intent to steal, on the 9th section of the statute - 175 

ATTORNEY. 
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B. 
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Separate recognisances, not necessary ---..- loi 
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BUBBLING THE PUBLIC. 
See NuisAircs. 

BILLIARDS. 
See GxHiiro. 

BURYING PLACES. 
See NuisAvcEi Sbpulchrks of the Dead. 

BURGLARY, AND OTHER BREAKING OF BUILDINGS. 
Definition and preliminary remarks « - • • 185, 186| 187| 188 
Mast be committed in the night .....-• 188 

What shall be accounted night .•••--- 186 

Must be in a mansion-house •..•••- 186 

What is deemed a mansion-house ••.•••- 186 
Adjoining buildings ..••..... 186 

Must be a brealcing and entry -•----• 186, 187 
Must be with felonious intent .••••.. 187 

Whether such intent be executed or not ••--•. 187 

FORMS OF COMPLAIKT. 

For a burglary at common law ....... ]8Q 

For a burglary, prisoner being armed with a dangeroas weapon - 188 

For breaking and entering a dwelling-house ; on first section of statute 
of Massachusetts ......... 189 

For breaking out of a dwelling-house ...... 189 

For burgUryi prisoner arming himself with a dangerous weapon in the 

dwelling-house ---.-...- 190 
The same, prisoner committing an assault upon a person lawfully in the 
house --......-... 190 

Against the principal, and others present, aiding &c. - - - 191 

Against the principal and accessary before the fact ... 191 

Against an accessary after the fact ....... 191 

For entering a dwelling-house in the night without breaking, with in- 
tent &«. 192, note 192 

For breaking &c. a ship or vessel in the day time with intent he, 193, note 193 

BURNING. 
Definition of Arson and explanatory remarks . • . • • 193 
Malignity of the offence -••-.... ]93 

There must be a bumingj mlful and mctlieiout . . . • • 194 
Of a dwelling-house ......... 194 

If part consumed, sufficient 194 

What a wilful and malicious burning ...... 194 

What a dwelling-house of another --194 
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It most be in the nigfat 105 

What sball be deemed night •--•.... 195 
Other malicious buroiog -•-•••.. 195 

rORMS or COMPLAIVT. 

For Arson 195, 196 

Fpr other malicious burning -••«••., |og 

For burning a stable within the curtilage of a dwelling-house - 190 

For burning a dwelling-house in the day time 197 

For burning a meeting-house in the day time • . • • 197 

For burning a vessel within the body of the county - - • - igg 
For harboring and concealing an offender in any of the foregoing of- 

fei^ces 198, note 198 

C. 

CHALLENGING TO FIGHT. 
See DoxLLiKo. 

CHAMPERTY. 

See Maihtenahce. 

CHURCH-YARD. 
See Sepulchres of the Dead. 

CHEATS. 

Definition and explanatory remarks ...... jgg 

Cheats at common law 199 

By statute ^99 

Statute of 33 H. VIII. a part of our common law ^ . . . 199 

Cheats by false pretences ----.... 2OO 

Statute of Massachusetts concerning them ..... 200 

Meaning of the term *' false pretences'* - - . . . 20O 

FORMS OF COMPLAIHT. 

For selling by false weights and measures - - - - . 20O 

For defrauding, by means of a counterfeit letter .... gQi 

For obtaining goods under pretence of being a servant to a custom- 
er 202, note 802 

For obtaining goods under pretence of being merchants of good prop- 
erty 203, note 203 

For obtaining money by a draft upon one who the party pretended was 

indebted to him 204 

COIN. 

See F0R6ERT and Counterfeiting. 

COHABITATION, unlawful. 

See Lewdness. 

CIVIL ACTIONS. 

COMPLAINT AND COMPLAINANT. 

Grounds of, to be ascertained by the Justice before granting process - 6 

May refuse it-------.... 5„ii 

Any person may prefer it, unless disqualified to testify - . . 6, 6 

Directions as to this 5^6 
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Ib what catet Joitioe cannot receive it 6 

Penoni preferring it, are bound to prosecute 7 

Concealing crime and soppreMing proteention, guilt of - - 7,6, 

Complainant to be ftrictly examined before granting prosecution 10, 11 

Doty of Justice, in doobtfnl cases ...-->• 11 

Importance of proceeding when complaint is well founded - - 1 1 

Complaint must be in form, and upon oath he. .... 12 

Duty of complainaot, when applying for process - - - - 12 
Complaint not to be received from a person of no religion - - 13 

Requisites in the form of complaint - - - - 14, 15, 16, 17 

Ifot to be quashed in cases not within the Justice's jurisdiction to try 14 
May be received upon suspicion - - - • - 17, 18 

But a general warrant against all persons suspected, illegal • - 17 

Arrest upon suspicion --17 

Directions upon this subject - • - - - - - 17, 18 

Complaint of party against himself, to be received with caution -> 21 
Sentence upon such complaints often of no validity - - - - 21 

Directions herein .......... 21,22 

Complaint and warrant, not to be on the same paper - - - - 25 

Reasons for this suggestion -- 26 

COxMPOUNDING A FELONY. 
Definition and explanatory remarks ...... 206 

Compounding prosecutions upon penal statutes - . . - . 205 

FORMS OF COMPLAIVT. 

For compounding an offence created by a penal statute - 206^ note 5207 
For compounding a felony ........ 205 

CONCEALMENT OF PREGNANCY. 
See Bastasdt. 

COUNTERFEITING. 
See FoRox&T and Covitkrfxitikg. 

COMMITMENT. 

Authority of Justice to commit 104 

To what prison 104 

When party arrested in another county, and sent back &c. - - 104 
When arrest is in the county to which the offender escapes - - 104 

MillimWf definition of ...---... 104 
Requisites in the form of ---.---. 106 

Reasons for these requisites .... 106, 107, 106, 109, 110 
Legality of commitment to appear in an indictment for an escape 106, 109 
Commitment for felony should not be upon sutpieion when facU are 

clear --.-Ill 

Reasons for this HI 

Mitimus should describe the crime as in the complaint - - • 112 
Depositions, showing the corpus delieiif no cause for informal commit- 
ment 112 

Commitment to be to the nearest gaol 113 

Duty of gaoler, as to receiving the prisoner - . . . . 114 
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OffiMT commtttlng, m.y keep pri«,ner, If g.„ler wfo*. to reeeiye him lis 
The expenses of commitment ----^ —**«» 

Commilments most be to the next term of the court - - ' - ' lis 
Commilment for further examination, form of - . . - " - l/SA 
Kecognisance for the farther examination - - . ' ' ' i^ 
Form of commitment of a witness for want of sureties"to appear 'and 
testify 

The power to commit in such case, note - - . . " . " |^ 
See Witness, post. " • - 164 

Form of conimitmcnt, upon view, for insulting a Justice in the execution 

of his office 

CONSTABLES. - " - J6d 

Their power and duty in making arrests - . oo o 

See Arrest. ' ' ^>^ 

Their fees 

* " " - 12ft 
CONTEMPTS. 
See CoMMiTtfxvT. 

Justice may commit for it 

See ExAMiNATioir. " 

CONFESSION OF THE PARTY. 
Not to be extorted, or improperly obtained - - . w 74 

When improperly obtained, but other facts thereby discovered ' - 72 73 

Duty of Justice to prevent others from obtaining it improperly . . '73 
Validity of a voluntary confession 

Confession or plea of guilty on trial ' ' lyo 70 

See Examination. " ' ^'^^ 

CONSPffiACY. 

Definition and explanatory remarks 

Former definitions too narrow - - - 

Combinations of journeymen to raise their wages - - - - 2O8 
To sell pernicious liquor ------. «>« 

To abuse legal process .^ ' 

Extends to every case of unlawful combination to injure - - - 208 

To assessors, for making an oppressive tax ono 

To defraud an illiterate person 

To obtain goods upon credit, and then abscond - . . -908 

To manufacture spurious indigo - ^ 

To prevent the burial of the dead " „ 

The gist of the conspiracy is the unlawful combination . - 208 209 
The overt act is no part of the offence, but merely an aggravation of it ' 209 

Not necessary to allege any overt act oaq 

Two persons are necessary to a conspiracy, therefore husband and wife 

cannot be guilty of it ^^ 

One person may be tried and convicted singly - - . . ana 

FORMS OF COMPLAINT. 

For a conspiracy to charge a man with a rape, with intent &c. - 210 

57 
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To chafge ft OMn with leeehriDg stokn goods 210 

Among workmen to nise their wages - - - - • • 211 

To charge one with being the father of a bastard child • • -212 
To engross the article of vitriol •...•-• 213 
To make an nnlawfol tax ..-•----- 213 

To defraud an illiterate person, by falsely reading to him a deed 214, 215 
To obtain goods npon credit and then abscond - • - - 215 
To manufacture spurious indigo ..... 216, note 117 

By prisoners to effect their escape ..----- 218 

To persuade a man to give evidence against one committed for trial - 211^ 
For a conspiracy to cheat, without alleging any overt act - 220, ootie 2S0 

CORRECTION. 
See House of Corbectiov. 

CONVICTION. 
Form of ........... 143 

COSTS. 

At common law and by statute - 116, 117 

Not paid by government, except in capital cases .... 1x7 

Statute of Massachusetts regulating fees and costs • - • • II7 
Difference in amount of fees in different counties - • • - 117 
No discretion as to amount of fees, except &c. - - • - 118 
Duty of Justices to restrict officers and witnesses to tfaehr legal fees 118 
Minute statement of fees required ..•••-. 118 
Justices' fees, and special allowance - - - • • - 118 
Special directions as to other duties and allowance for them 124, 129, 130 
Duty as to certifying and returning copies of process - • 180, 131 
And as to allowance of officers* fees ...... i^q 

Witnesses' fees --........ 125 

How to be taxed 126, 126 

Sheriffs and constables* fees ••-..... 126 
Special directions as to allowance and taxation of them • • 128-190 

Form of a bill of cost 142 

CRACKERS. 
See NoiSAHCB. 

CURSING. 
See SwzABiFG profane lt. 

D. 
DEAD BODIES. 
See Skpvlcbres of tbe Dead. 

DISORDERLY HOUSES. 
See NuisAHCE. 

DEAF AND DUMB. 

How to be arraigned and tried 79 

See Trial. 

How to be proceeded with when witnesses ... - 64 

See Witness. 
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DOORS. 
SeeABBxiT. 

When they may be broken 89 41 46-^ 

DRUNKARD. 

See Hovss of CoBjEtscTioF. 

DUCKING STOOL. 

Not a lawful puobhment - ^^B 

DUELLING. 

Definition and eiplanatory remarks --•-••. 220 

Ferocious manner of practising it in this eovntry .... 220 

It is murder in principals and seconds •••... 221 

Whether seconds of deceased are guilty .... 522I 222 

FORMS OF COMPLAINT. 

For engaging in a duel where no homicide ensued - 222, note 222 

For chailengiog by written message .... 223, note 228 

For being a second in a duel ---•.... 223 

For being a second, when no duel b fought 224 

For accepting a challenge ---.••.. 224 

£. 
ELECTIONS. 

Eiplanatory remarks npon election laws 226 

Statutes relate only to state officers 226 

Fraud at elections, an offence at common law - • • . 225 
Fiauds by selectmen ---•*.••. 226 

FORMS OF COHPLAIHT. 

For frandolent Fottng at election of governor, &e. • - 225, note 226 
Against selectmen, for fraudulently admitting persons to vote who were 

not qualified 226, note 226 

EMBRACERT. 
Definition and remarks -....••.. 228 
An attempt to instruct a juror •.••.... 229 
Immaterial whether any, or what yerdiet is giren • • • . 228 
Jurors cannot practise upon their companions .... 228, 229 
A treat or gratuity to a juror will set aside a verdict ... 228 
Embracery an increasing offence ....... 229 

Form of a complaint 229, note 280 

ESCAPE. 
Party escaping may be taken in any county and sent back for examina- 
tion 106 

Explanatory remarks 230 

Negligent and voluntary escapes ....... 231 

Statute of Massachusetts -- 5231 

FORMS OF COMPLAIFT. 

For an escape from a constable being in custody under a warrant . 231 

Against a prisoner for breaking out of gaol 232 

Against a constable for a negligent escape 288 
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Against ft gaoler, for a Tolontary escape, prisoner committed for fel- 
ony . ........ 233, note 233 

For conyeying tools into a prison to facilitate escape of prisoner • 234 

EXTORTION. 
Definition and eiplanatory remarlcs ...... 236 

Officer may take a reward voluntarily offered ..... 236 

Bnt a promise to pay for an act of duty is void .... 236 

Complaint mast state the sum received - 236 

Not necessary to prove tlie exact sum received .... 236 

FORM OF GOMPLAIHT. 

Against a Justice of the Peace for extortion ... 236, note 237 

£V£SDROPP£RS. 
See NviSAircE. 

EXAMINATON. 

Must be speedily had • 66 

Time allowed for it must be reasonable - - - • • 66, 67 
Manner of detaining prisoner for examination - - - - 57, 68 

Recognisance of party for further examination - - - - 58, 59 

Caution as to tHe amount of penalty and sufficiency of sureties • 69 
Forms of recognisance and commitment for further examination 149, 160 
Of an order to bring up prisoner for examination - - - - 161 

Directions as to summoning witness for the examination - - 69, 60 

Importance of Justice's duty on the examination . . . . <so 

Remarks and directions upon this subject - - - - - 60, 61 

Examination must be in presence of prisoner - - - - - - 62 

Confession of prisoner not to be extorted or improperiy obtained on ex- 
amination - --60,61 

See CovFESSioH of Pabtt. 

When examination is in writing. Justice to hear the narrative - 62 

Form of oath -- 63 

When examination of witnesses is to be reduced to writing - - 63 
Directions as to examination and admission of witnesses - - - 63 
What witnesses not admitted to be sworn - - . - - 63, 64 
See WiTHSssEs. 

Rules of law, as to children and others - - . . 63, 64, 66 

Mode of interrogating witnesses as to their belief - - • • 64 
When disqualified by conviction of infamous crimes ... 67 

The eflfect of a pardon 68 

See Pabj)oh. 

Witnesses may be examined in the absence of each other - • 69 

Duty of Justice, as to evidence of accomplices .... C9^ 70 

Effect of Justice's engagement to an accomplice .... 70 

His duty herein -......••• 70 

See Accomplice. 

Duty of Jnstice,'^as to obtaining confession of the party • - . • 72 

See CovFSSsiov of Party. 

And as to requiring him to plead or answer to complaint • • 71 
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And upon his airaignment 72 

Caution as to obtainiog confession of prisoner .... 72 

Validity of voluntary confession .......74 

Examination of prisoner and directions herein . • • . 74 

Justice may commit party for an insult during examination . • 75 

May discharge prisoner when the accusation appears wholly groundless 76 
But not when there is an express charge of felony ... 75, 76 
Nor even when the Justice believes the prisoner innocent - - 76 
Form of an examination of a witness or prosecutor - - - * 152 
Of commitment of a witness refusing to testify .... 152 

Of examination of prisoner - - - - - « - -152 

Form of commitment of a witness for want of sureties to appear &c. 152 
See note as to power to commit in such case .... 154 

F. 
FALSE PRETENCES. 
See Cheats. 

FEES. 
See Costs. 

FEME COVERT. 
See ExAMiiTATiov, Recogitisancx. 

IVhen a warrant may be issued against her d3 

Not admissible as bail, or to be bound In any recognisance • - 98 

May be convicted of keeping a house of ill fame - - note 337 

FIRE-WORKS. 
See NvisAircx. 

FINES. 
Doty of Justices In accounting for them ..... 82 

Consequences of neglect .........82 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING. 
Definition and explanatory remarks ...... 238 

The fraudulent intent 238 

Fraudulent alteration, or application of the true signature - - 238 
Forgery in the name of a fictitious or non-existing person - - - 288 

Uttering and publishing 238 

Forged instrument to be set forth in the complaint, nnless secreted by 

the party 238,239 

The " purport and effect," " tenor," &c. how set forth ... 239 

An altered instrument may be charged as forgery of the whole - 239 

Must be alleged by the name used in the statute .... 5239 

Construction of statute of Massachusetts ...... 239 

Explanation of its several sections - - - - - 240, 241 

Precise words of the statute must be used ..---. 241 
Vi tt armiSf not necessary -•-----. 241 

Bank bills of other states, considered as promissory notes - » 241 , 242 

Reasons for this 242 

Directions as to preserving proof of identity of bills, coin, lie. - • 242 
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rout OF COBFLAIVT. 

Florfot|;lB;a|iiOBi0or7Bote Ml 

For forpns a ceffCiSeale of m justice . • • • S43» DOte 2tt 
For atterio^ ud inbliskiog a fot^ iMtnuimt . . . . dtt 

For forgios a cerliicate of a pnblie debt 244 

For forgms a baak biU of a bank in MasacfaosetU .... 944 
For being po«e«ed of ten eoMterfett bilb with iateat lus. 345 

For oUeriog and teaderiog la payowat a eoaoteffeH baak bQl of a Bias- 

Mcbusetts bank .••••.. 846^ note St4€ 

For a Mcood offence ...•..-•- 240 

For belag posseaaBd of a coaateifeit bill with intent Ice. • 847, aota 247 
For makiag or aieBdiag aay tool to lie oied kc .... 246 
For beiag ponessed of sach took, with Intent Iw. - - 246, note 246 

For coanterfeitjog coin 249, note 249 

For being possehsed of ten pieces c»f coonteriot eoin with intent &c. 249 
For being possessed of any namber of pieces of false coin with in- 
tent <ic. 250 

For passing connterfeit coin • 250 

For making or being possessed of tools, with intent &c. to be osed in 
counterfeiting eoin ......••. 251 

SMrch-warraiit to be issued for coonlerfeit bills, tools, &•• 251, note 251 

G. 
GAMING AND GAMING HOUSES. 

Eiplanatofy remarks 252 

Their pernicioas tendency ......... 252 

The several statutes against it -•--•-•- 252 
Fnnishment inadeqaate ......... SSS 

roB«s OF coiiPz,Aiirr. 

For playing at cards at a pablichonse - 5253 

For winning money by gaming ........ 258 

For keeping a common gaming house for billiards .... 253 

For playing at billiards ......... 254 

For keeping a private billiard table for hire 254 

GENERAL ISSUE. 
SeeTuAi. 

H. 
HABEAS CORPUS. 
Party can be taken ont of costody only by hahuu corpus . - - 64 
See Abrkst. 

When offender is arrested in another county, notice to be given diat a 
habeoi corpiu may be obtained ....... 105 

When obtained upon a coBunitment of prisoner ... 108,110 

Habeas Corput act * 115 

HOUSE OF CORRECTION. 
Eiplanatory remarks ......••. StSS 

Statute provisions in Massachosettf 255,255 
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Bogmsy yagabondi, idle penons, beggan, Jogj^any &o. to bo sant tfaara 25S 
Froceediogs upon the late statute of Masflachasetts directed • - SM 
By the police court of the city of Bostofei .... 266, 257 
Proceedings as to other processes before a Justice .... 258 
Soma provisions of former statutes unconstitutional ... 268 

FORMS OF COMPLAINT. 

Against a common drunkard ........ 269 

Against a common piper, fiddler, &c. ...... 269 

Against a vagabond and idle person • 369 

Agaiast a juggler ...••...•• 250^ 

Against a common night-walker .-..--.. fiflD 

Against a wanton and lascivious person -•<...• 200 

Form of a sentence to the house of correctioo ..... 290 

House of correction may be a prison for certain offendert • 105, 108 

HOUSES OF ILL FAME, AND OTHER DISORDERLT HOUSES. 

Eiplanatory remarks ......••. 261 

What evidence may be given nnder a general charge . • » 261 

A lodger may be guilty -.-.-..•• 261 

A feme covert also .----••.-• 261 

FORMS OF COMPLAIST. 

For keeping a house of ill fame •••.... 268 
For keeping a disorderly house • .••.•%. 26fil 
See NuisAHCB. 

HIGHWAYS. 
See Wat. 

HUE AND CBS. 
See Arrbst. 

I. 
INDICTMENT. 
See EscAPX. 

J. 
JEWS. 

How to administer an oath to them •• 68 

JURISDICTION OF A JUSTICE. 
Nothing to be presumed in its favor ...... 94 

Offences within their jurisdiction ...... 76, 77 

Plea of 80 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 
Importance and antiquity of the office - - • • . 'If 8 
No treatise upon their duty in criminal proseentioaa - • - - 8 
The old treatises not practical guides here -...-. g 
They cannot consent to a compromise between complainant and party 

accused - - - - - • • - - - -7, 8 

At common law, they may institute process upon view - - • 9 

Statute of Massachusetts upon this subject 10 

Inpropriety of proceedings upon view ...... lO* 
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Justices always protaeted when proceeding fairly - - - 11, 12 
May refase to iostitote process ....-•. ll 

Doty of Justice when process is applied for ..... 12 

Must order party arrested by legal process, when accidentally before 

him 20,21 

Their power, same here as in England, except be. ... - 23 

Form of Jostice*8 oath 29 

They are officers of the statute, and have no power unless giren by stat- 
ute ....'. aa 

May send their wairants into any county of Massachusetts - - 27,2& 
See IYarramt. 

Proceedings upon search-wanants directed - • - • 29, 90 

May issue a fresh warrant in case of a rescue • - - - - 53 

Cannot take party out of custody .......53 

See Arrest — Habeai Corjnu» 

Power as to summoning witnesses --Sd 

Doty as to accomplices • - • •09, 70 

See Accomplices. 

Directions as to recognisances for further examination - - - GO 

See ExAMiiTATiov. 

Duty as to obtaining confession of the party on examination - 72, 73 

See ExAMiKATioir ard Cokfkssioh of the Party. 

And as to requiring party to plead or answer to the complaint - 71 

May commit the party for an insult during examination - - • 7o 

See EzAMiVATioir, Contempt. 

May discharge prisoner where charge is wholly groundless - - 75 
Duty on trials ........... 7^ 

Duty as to fugitive slaves - -• 77 

See Slates. 

In recognising witnesses, see Chapter V. 

As to granting appeals --•••-. -.81, 82 

Their duty in taking recognisance to prosecute appeal ... 82 

And in taking and returning recognisances - . . . . 04-07 

See Recoojiisakce. 

Duty in recognising witnesses -•••-•. IQO, 101 

See ExAHiivATioiir. 

Duty as to commitment of prisoner 104 

See Commitment. 

Duty as to taxation of costs - - > - -.* - - 116 

As to certifying and returning prol^ess into court - 130-134 and 135, 136 

Forms of complaints 137-1&7 

L. 
LANDING PLACES. 
See Nuisance. 

LARCENY. 
Definition and ezplanatoiy remarks - - ... 263 
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Larceny^ »knpU and compound 264 

There must be a taking - 264 

What is a taking 264 

When possession obtained by fraud 264 

There must be a carrying away 265 

What will amount to it 265 

Must be a felonious inteit 266 

What is evidence of thitf 266 

Finding and subsequoit conversion not felony 267 

Excused by insanity^ ideocy, coverture, or infancy - - - - 267 

At what time tlie filonious intent shall be said to arise ... 268 

When the ji^operty was parted with by the owner - - - - 268 

The pro.i^rty must be of a personal nature 269 

If prck'Ci'ty savours of the realty ....... 269 

Of <vild animals 269 

#f the property of a person unknown • 269 

Articles, the subjects of larceny, are specified in the statute - 269, 270 

The taking must be against the will of the owner .... 270 

Compound larceny - 270 

Laroeny in houses, vessels, &c. 270 

From the person openly and violently 271 

Privily and fraudulently 271 

Directions as to form of complaint 272 

As to the venut 272 

Description of the property stolen 272 

Description of the owner 272 

When owner is unknown 278 

FORMS OF COMPLAINT. 

For simple lareeny 275, note 276 

For breaking a shop in the night and stealing &c. - - 276, note 276 
For breaking k.c. a vessel in the night .... 276, note 277 

For breaking &c. a dwe1Iing>house in the day time .... 277 
For breaking &c. a dwelling-house, the owner being therein, and put in 

fear 277, note 277 

For a lareeny in a dwelling-house in the day time - - 278« note 278 
For breaking &c. a meeting-house in the night, and committing a lar- 
ceny therein 279, note 279 

For breaking &c. a court-house in the night, and a lareeny therein - 279 

For stealing from the person, openly and violently ... 280 

From the person privily k.c. -• 280 

For a second offence 281 

Against an accessary for receiving stolen goods ..... 281 

For harboring &c. the principal felon ...... 2S2 

For a misdemeanor in receiving stolen goods, principal unknown - 282 
Against an accessary for a second offence, principal unknown - 288 

Directions to prosecators to obtain recompense for expenses - 8889 ^^ 

68 



458 IRBBX. 

Direetioiifltooficen wheBftolen goodiavdsaiMd - • - • flM 
DirectionB to the magMtrat^, as to taking recogaisaBca, for addkiood 
•am, to double the amount of property stolen to remunemte prese* 

cutor - 286,28$ 

LEWDNESS AND LASCIVIOUS COHABITATION. 
Definition and remarks 2B9 

FORMS OF COVFLAIMT. 

For lewd and lascivious cohabttatton 900 

For open gross lewdoeas &c. - .- 290 

LIBEL. 

Definition and explanatory remarks 291 

Writings and pictures of an immoral tendency 291 

AU publications subversive of religioii - 292 

Tending to inflame the passions - 222 . 

To excite sedilioa "* 292 

Truth no justification -*ft 

This principle qualified as to elective officers 29k 

Libels in books " *^ 

Upon the memory of the dead .-.---- 5498 

Ironical libels 293,294 

Immoral publications -.- 294 

The publication of libels - 294 

No allegations in articles of peace 294 

Or in a petition to legislature -2S>4 

Or presentuient of grand jury - - 294 

Bat prosecutions commenced for mere purpose of libelling - - 294 

Sending a letter to party 295 

Who are liable as composers or publishers • 295 

The inuendoj its office and effect ...-•-- SS95 
The mode of charging the libellous matter ------ 296 

Publishing an obscene book or print -.-•-- 396 

FORMS OF COMPLAIVT. 

For a libellous letter, imputing the crime of theft . • . • 296 

For a libel on a private individual 297 

For a libel on an attorney -- 298 

For a libel, by haugiog complainant in effigy 299 

For a libel on the memory of a person who is dead . . • - 299 

For publishing an obscene print 300, note dOD 

LIC£NC£D HOUSES. 

See NvisAVCE. 

LUNATIC. 
May be arrested by a private person to prevent miechief . . 41 

Not admitted as witnesses unless in lucid intervala " - • 63, ^ 

To be confined to the hooae of oorrectioB 2fi6 

M. 

MAHOMETANS AJ^D PAaANS. 

How to administer an oath to them - •• - • • 13|fi2 
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Blay be witnesses 66 

MAINTENANCE. 

Definition and remarks 801 

Pnrchasing up disputed titles 801 

Form of complaint for it 802 

Anotlievform 802 

MAUCIOUS MISCHIEF. 

Definition and remarks 303 

Offence at common laiT 803 

Poisoning animals - 303 

rOKMS OF OOM PLAIirr. 

For burning boardi 304, note 304 

For raaimiFg &«. a horse 804,j)ote304 

MANSLAUGHTER.* 
See M^ROss. 

I>^ition '. 318 

voluntary and involuntary killing 313 

Provocation what 313 

Misadventure what 313 

MARRIAGE, UNLAWFULLY SOLEMNIZED. 

Penalties by statute 305, note 305 

Form of complaint for it 305 

MAYHEM. 

Definition and remarks 306 

Panishment of it 306, 307 

FORM OF COMPLAINT. 

For slitting the nose 307, note 307 

MILITIA 437 

MINORS. 

Not admissible as bail ----98 

See Bail. 

Or to be bound in any recognisance as witnesses .... jqI 

MITTIMUS. 

Definition of 104 

Requisites in the form of 106, 107, 109 

Reasons for these requisites ...... 109,111,112 

MUtimm for felony not to be upon suspicion Ill 

Should contain the same description of the crime as the complaint 111, 112 
Depositionsi showing the corpus d$lieii cannot core an informal commit- 
ment 112 

Most be made to the next court ----.-.. 116 
Service of miUimus - - - --- - - - - 115 

Forms of 141, 144, 146 

MUTE. 
Proceedings pointed out when prisoner stands mnte^ - - - 79 
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For form of complaint for manslaughter, see note, page 327. 
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MURDER. 

DefinitioD and eiplmatoiy remarks 308 

Homicide, JnstiAable, ezcoeable, aad felonious ..... 903 

Wilfal murder 808, 809 

Person mast be of sound mind .•-..... 309 

Madmen and lunatics, infants be. ezcused .... 209, 810 

There must be an actual iLilltng ........ 3]q 

But need not be by direct violence - - - - -*. 310 

Death within a year and a day - - 310 

No eicuse that death might have been prevented by proper care - 310 

Party killed must be a reasonable being and within the peace . . 810 

The Icilling must be by malice - - - - -- • 311 

Whatisvaiice -811 

Duelling 311 

Summary of instances of murder by malice . . . . « 3^2 

Malice by implication of law .-..--•. 913 

FORMS or COVPLAIHT. 

By shooting with a pistol 814 

By stabbing with a knife .......... 816 

By cuUing the throat 316 

By throwing a knife ---- 317 

By casting a stone -- 317 

By striking with a poker - -318 

By beating with fists, and kicking on the ground .... 319 

By choaking and strangling ... ..... 320 

By riding over a person with a horse ...... 320 

By strangling with a handkerchief ....... 32I 

Murder of a bastard child by folding in a cloth .... 321 

By throwing a child into a privy 322 

For killing a bastard child by strangling 323 

By hiding and starving it-----.--- 328 

By drowning --- 324 

By poisoning - 325 

By placing poison so as to be mistaken for medicine ... 826 

N. 

NIGHT-WALKERS. 

May be arrested 40 

Sec HOUSK OP CORRBCTIOV. 

NUISANCE. 
Speedy removal of, by two Justices of the Peace - - - 77, 331 

Definition &c. 327 

Instances of 327 

Common scold, not punishable by ducking stool .... 328 

Fire-works, evesdroppers, and squibs 328 

Bubbling the public 328 

Annoyances in highway and other places appropriated to public uses 329 
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OffiBDBiTe trades - -^^- 820,830 

Disorderly tayerns 330 

FOBMS OF COHPLAIHT. 

For erecting a bailding on a common highway ... - 333 

For laying timber in highw^ - - 334 

For setting fire to, and throwing crackers 334 

For Iceeptng a common gaming hoase ...... 335 

For Iceeping ahouse of/II fame 33d 

Forms upon (he statute for speedy removal of nuisances ^ . - 339 
For killing cattle, an/ leaving their blood and offal &c. whereby the air 

was corrupted -.-- 335 

For keeping a jfisorderly house for dancing and musick ... 335 

Against a ta^erner &c. for having implements of gambling in his house 837 

For suffe^ng persons to play at games within their houses - • 337 

For playing at unlawful games at a tavern 338 

JifrOnsi a taverner, for suffering dancing &c. in his house ^ - 338 

ror dancing or revelling at a tavern 338 

Against a taverner for suffering persons to drink to excess - - 338 

Against a taverner for entertaining persons posted .... 339 

O. 
OATH. 

Mode of administering it 12 

To Jews, Mahometans, and Pagans 13, 14 

Not to be administered to persons who believe in no religion at all - 13 

P. 

PARDON. 

The effect of, as to witness and rules of law respecting it - - 68 

Plea of - . - 81 

PERJURY AND SUBORNATION OF PERJURY. 

Frequency of prosecutions for 340 

Reasons why seldom sustained ........ 841 

Definition &c. 341, 342 

Requisities of complaint for 342 

The oath must be false -. 342 

Proceedings must be Judicial ........ 342 

The intention wilful and corrupt - 342 

Parly lawfully sworn 343 

IVhen sworn out of the state 343 

The assertion must be absolute -> 343 

The falsehood must be material 344 

Must be proved by two witnesses 344 

Party injured may be a witness .....*. 344 

Definition of subornation of perjury .--.... 344 

FORMS OF COMPLAIVT. 

m 

By a witness on the trial of an issue in the Supreme Judicial Coort - 346 

In an answer before a master in chancery ..... 345 

In an answer to interogatories in chancery 348 
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Bftbadmipt in hit eiaminatioii before commiasioBen • - - M^ 
b a complaint before a magistrate '....•• 351 

lo filiating a child before a megistraie ...... S62 

In giving eyidence on the trial of an isMie on en indictment for perjury' 368 
Ob a trial in a civil action in the Supreme Judicial Conrt - - 8M 
Ob the trial of an isgoe in an action of egmwpwf .... 33^ 

In talcing the poor debtors* oath ....... 35^ 

For snbornation of peijory by procuring a woman V> swear & bastard 

child upon an innocent man - - . - - - . - Z6Q 
For endeaYonring to sabom a person to give evidence on the trial of an 

issue -•-- 851 

PIRACY. 

Definition - 8G9 

PoBJshment -. S& 

rORMS OF COMPLAIHT. 

For piratically taking a ship and carrying away goods on board • 3fyi 
For piratically ruoniog away with a vessel ..... 3tft 

PLEAS. 
Rights of party to plead before a Justice to the jurisdiction, demurrer, 

abatement, in bar, and the general issue ... 73, 79, 80, 81 
Pleas of former acquittal or former conviction - > > . 80, 81 

Plea of pardon ..-.-81 

Pleas in abatement, the effect of.------ 81 

POLYGAMY. 
Definition and punishment ........ 366 

Statute of Massachusetts ..• 866 

Form of complaint ...••...• 367 

PREGNANCY. 
Concealment of -•-....... 178 

See Bastardy. 

PRISON AND PRISON KEEPERS. 
To what prison party is to be committed ..... 104 

Prison-lceeper to keep and return a calendar of prisoners — ^reasons for 

this 108 

Duty of gaoler, as to receiving prisoners .... XI3, 114 

If he refuses to receive them, officer may keep them ... 115 

PROCESS, 
How to be certified and returned • - - - - 130,134-136 

To what court to be sent up - --96 

What part to be copied and returned ...... 124 

Consequences of neglect in sending np the process seasonably - 132 

Important reasons for this ..-....•• 132 

Justices punishable for this neglect ...... 138 

Enumeration of offences for which process should be returned to Com- 
mon Pleas 132, J38 

Special directions as to retorning the papers into court • - 194, 136 
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To be depofited m doU office, or deH^end liie pabUc proieeater 186, 196 
CantioD against committiDg them to the care of otbefs • . • 186 
•Consequences of a want of poootoaiity m recorninf; the process *• 135 
Bpeciial directions as to retaroing of process .... J86, 136 

PROVISIONS, UNWHOLESOME, 
f^nishment of .......••^ Sgg 

Beqobites and form of coniplaint 36B 

Q. 
QUAKERS. 

May affirm to their cbmplaints • • 12,13 

When called to testffy 62 

Affirmation of, not admitted In Kngflaod •--... 63 

QUASHING COMPLAINT, 
liet to be ^oe, where Justice has no jortsdictioa to try - • 114 

QUI TAM. 
Slo ^i<4«st ean be made by a justice, where penalty Is reoovterable in a 
qui /am action --..-.....g]^ 

R. 
RAPE, AND CARNAL KNOWLEDGE OF FEMALE CHILDREN. 

Definition ^09 

Consent obtained by violence or duress, no excuse .... ,369 

f arty being a prostitute no excuse ....... 369 

Cannot be committed upon a man's own wifo ..... ^69 

AU present and acting are principals ...... 359 

Magistrate no power to bail for this offence ..... ^^79 

Punishment of .......-•. 37Q 

JSvidence necessary to convict -....-•. 370 

Rape upon chiidren, under ten years of age . - • . . 37J 
Testimony of party aggrieved - - - - - - - -371 

rORMS OF COMPLAIKT. 

For rape 372 

For carnally knowing &c. a female child, under ten years of age - 372 

RECOGMSAJNCE. « 
See Bail. 

Foid when taken from a party charged with homicide - - 86, 86 
Cannot be taken to the party injured from receiver of stolen goods 90, 91 
Bond^ jsot a recognisance, to be taken from the putative father of a bas- 
tard child 92, 93 

Scire faeim upon« must be sued in the court where the recognisance is 

recorded 94 

Penalty of, may be remitted -.--.... jqi 
It must appear in the condition, that the Justice has cognisance - 102 

And for what cause it was taken 100 

Most be transmitted to the court to which the recognisor is to appear 94, 102 
Must be made returnable to the next court - . . . « 95 
When to be made retiimahle to the Court of Common Plow - 9^ 96 
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464 INDEX. 

Bfinon aod iii«rried wom^n caanol enter into a recognifanee 98 

Directions herein - -96 

Every recognisance must be to the CommonwealUi - 101 

Remission of penalty of 101, lOfi 

Requisites in the condition -- J02 

Special directions herein . . 102 

And reasons for it lOS, 108 

One recognisance for ail witnesses sufficient ..... 123 

Form of, for the party 139 

for witnesses - 140 

for further examination ....... 149 

RECORD AND FORMS OF. 

Forms of 337 

The complaint, warrant, order to recognise .... 137^ 133 

Recognisance of party ..-.---.. 139 

of witnesses .------. 14Q 

MUHmut Ml 

Of bill of cost 142 

Of summons for witnesses ...... 142, note 142 

Record of conviction -- 144 

Recognisance to prosecute appeal - 144 

Of search-warrants 146 

To search for counterfeit money &c. .... 147^ note 147 
Form of recognisance for further examination • - - . . 149 
Form of commitment for furtlier examination .... 150 

Of order to bring up prisoner for examination - - - • - 151 
Form of a warrant for a witness refusing to attend - - - 151 

Form of examination of a witness or prosecutor - - - - 158 

of prisoner . 152 

Form of backing warrants I54 

Form of commitment upon view for insulting a Justice in execution o£ 

hie office -- 155 

Forms upon the statute df bastardy 165, 156 

RESCUE. 

Definition 873 

Party rescued must be in actual custody ...... 373 

A stranger cannot be found guilty of a rescue, before felon is convicted 373 

FORMS OF COMPLAINT. 

For rescuing a person in custody of a constable under a Justice's war- 
rant 378 

For rescuing goods distrained for rent ...... 374 

RIOTS, ROUTS, &c. 

Definition « 875 

Three persons must unite -..--.... 375 

Must act without authority 375 

The lawfulnesi of the intention 875 



INDEX. 465 

Foroding parties, Tfolent proceedings .... . 375 

Must be accompanied with some offer of violence .... 375 

Must be alleged to be in terror of the people 376 

Injuiy must be of a private nature ....... 375 

Riot act of Massachusetts ........ 575 

RotU, definition of 377 

An unlawful assembly whac ---..... 377 

Officers required to suppress riots 377 

FORMS OF COMPLAIHT. 

For a riot and assault ------... 373 

For riot, assault, and false imprisonment 373 

For a riot to preveii the execution of an act of the Legislature - 878 

For a riot at th* theatre .- 379 

For hanging •A person in effigy ----... 330 

For pulliR^ down an out-house 330 

For a i^t ■'^ ^ house, and assaulting a lodger • - . . . 330 

Foj^ttacking a dwelling-house, breaking windows, &c. - . - 331 

lOr breaking a dwelling-house and removing goods ... 332 

For a riot by twelve persons, on the statute 382 

ROBBJERY. 

Definition and explanatory remarks 273 

What is a taking by violence 273 

If taken with violence in presence of owner .... 274 

If committed either by violence or putting in fear - - - - . 274 

There must be some injury to the person ..... 274 

Precise nature of fear not defined 274 

Fear by threats 274 

Fear after property taken 274 275 

How punished -- 275 

FOUIS OF COMPLAIirr. 

For a robbery - - .* •. 287 

Against an accessary ----...... 233 

For a capital robbery, prisoner being armed with a dangerous weap- 

®" " ^ 288, note 288 

The same, prisoner being armed with a dangerous weapon, and actually 

striking party robbed - . . '. . . 289, note 289 

S. 

SABBATH, BREACH OF. 

Offences against, cognizable in Common Fleas and by Justices of Peace 77 

Institutions of the Sabbath 333 

Remarks upon the excellence of the institution ... 333 334 

Trifling disputes about religion 334 

Preamble to statute of Massachusetts 335 

Offence at common law and by statute -..-.. 335 
Abstract of the provisions in the statnte of Massachusetts . . 335 
Service of writs prohibited on the Sabbath 337 

59 
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Dtttj of tithingiD6B «9 

FOBttf or c#Mn.Aiirt» 
For keeping an open shop on the SeUwtk ..... ^gg 
Fof working on the Sabbeth •.-..*.. agg 
For being preaent at a public diverrion -.•*.. ggi^ 
Againit a drover for driving a drove of cattle oa the Sabbath • • 889 
For unnecessary traTelling --.-..•. 3gg 
Against an kinholder for entertaining town inhabitants ... 890 
For abiding and drinking in a public boose - • . • . ago 
For being absent from public worship •-.... 891 
For indecent behavior at a place of publie worship ... 991 
For disturt>ing public worship •-••«••. 888 
For refusing to answer a tithingman when examined bjr aint . 888 

SEARCH-WARBANT. 

Bearch-Warrants -89 

General doctrine concerning them • * *■ • - ^38, 61 

May be granted to search for counterfeit money, tools, be* • ^61 

See Wabbaitt, Abbjbst, Doobs, bbiakivo opkb, Sbbbivp. 

SEPULCHRES OF THE DEAD. 

Offence of taking up a dead body 393 

Conspiracy to prevent the burial of the dead • . * . 3|p3 
Arrest of a dead body by a civil process . • • • • 383» 894 
Punishment by statute of Massachusetts 894 

FOBMS or COMPLAINT. 

At common law for digging up a dead body in a church yard - 896 

Upon the statute of Massachusetts ..*.... 886 

SHERIFF. 

Their power and duty in making arrests -.«.... 87 

See Abbsst. 

May break open doors ........ .49 

When to show their authority ....... 44 

May elect the Justice before whom to return the warrant - - - 68 

To keep and return a calendar of prisoners ..... 109 

Special directions as to charging their fees upon warrants - - - 118 

Sheriffs' fees IM 

Special diractions as to taxing their fees ..... 187,128 

SLAVERT, AND FUGITIVE SLAVES. 

Provisions of statute of the United States 396 

Form of an application for a eertiicate to remove a fogitive elave - 897 

Form of such a certificate 998 

Slaves not witnesses, unless Sio. 61 

SODOMT AND BESTIALITT. 

Description and punishment of, by statute of Massachusetts - - 406 

Forms of complaint ......... 406 

SURETY OF THE PEACE AND GOOD BEHAVIOUR. 

Definition and remarks .---..... 899 

Requisites of the recognisance - 899| 400 
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Aathority by statute and common law ...... 2S9, 400 

Wife may demand it against her Imsband * 400 

May be granted against all persons ...... 40Q 

Infants and mairied women must find aoroty by tbeir inenda « • 400 

For what oause it may be gnuted ,. • 400 

The manner of granting it 401 

Peace warrant may be tupfrteded 40] 

Amount of recognisance And sufficiency of sureties . * • . 402 

fteeognisance must be mturnable to next term . ^ . ^ 402 

How recognisance maf be dischaiged ...... 40S 

Proceedings when forfeited **9..... 40S 

Surety for the good behavior includes surety of the peace ... 404 

Form of complxfof for surety of the peace 404 

Form of wai^nt upon such complaint <• 405 

SWEARUSG PROFANELY. 

Descrin^on end pnnisbment -* 407 

Fq^ of complaint 407 

SQUIBS. 
See NuiSANoi. 

T. 

TAVERNS, DISORDERLY. 
See NuisAHci. 

TITUINGMEN. 
See SiJWATH. 

THREATENING LETTERS. 

Offence made capital in England • 406 

Statute against, not in force in this Commonwealth .... .406 

TREASON. 

Definition and remarlu 408, 409 

Treason in England ......... 409 

Treason against United States j..^..... 410 

What an overt act of levying war ,....•• 4]0, 411 

In state of New-Tork 411 

Analysis of constitution and statute of Massachusetts - - 412, 413 

Form of complaint f>- 414 

TRESPASS. 
Vo indictment lies for it at common 4aw unless accompanied with a riot 416 

6tatates4o prevent them 41$ 

FOBilS OF COMPtULIlTT. 

For cutting down trees, growing for ornament * • • • 419 

For throwing down bars -.i-..^... 415 

For digging up and carrying-away stones, gra\e1, &g. ... 417 

For carrying away goods from a wharf --.••. 417 

For breaking glass in a building not his own ..... 417 

For wilfully breaking and defacing a mile-stone .... 419 

For secretly lie. cutting down tnei In >thejiigbt - - - - 418 



468 INDEX. 

TRIAL. 

Doty of a Justice on a trial 76 

lo generali Mmilar to that on eiamination ..... 7^^ 
Eoameretioa of oSeoces within the jarisdietloD of a Jostice to try 76^ 77 

Proceedings on the trial 78^1 

U. 

USURY. 

Definition and remarks .......... 419 

Statute of Massachusetts 419 

Penalty not recoverable unless actually received .... 420 

No person to be held to bail on a criminal process for mury - • 490 

Form of comphiint 421 

V. 
VAGRANTS AND VAGABONDS. 
See Houss of Cobukctiov. 

W. 
WAT. 
See NuisAvci. 

WARRANT AND SEARCH-WARRANT. 
General warrant to apprehend all persons suspected, illegal - - 17 

Form and requisites of -- 20, 23 

See Record. 

Not necessaiy when party is present in court ..... 20 

To whom the warrant shall be directed - 22 

Not to a private person in Massachusetts 22-25 

Must be under hand and seal •- 25 

And be dated -•25 

Must be in the name of the Commonwealth ..... 26 

And show the cause upon which it is granted ... - 25 

May be general or special 26 

May be executed in any county by a law of Massachusetts • - 27 

May be issued against a married woman -.-.-- 27 

Returnable forthwith 27 

Directions as to thu 27 

Backing warrants 27, 29 

Form of backing warrants - 154 

Search-warrants --29 

Directions as to issuing them - • - - - - . - 29, 30 

General search-warrants, not legal 81 

Doors may be broken to serve them 81 

Directions as to proceeding upon them 83 

As to the execution of them 51 

Officers* power herein -- --51, 53 

When directed to several, may be executed by one, nnless, be. - 61, 53 
Officer may demand assistance ....... 43 

May elect the Justice before whom to return his warrant ... 58 
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Service of the wamnt 7 126-180 

Directions as to charging fees of senrice . . . . ) 

Form of warrant -----•--.- 138 

of search-warrant ------••- 146 

Form of search-warrant to search for connterfeit money, tools, be. 148 
Articles stolen must be described in search-warrant .... 149 
Perhaps not necessary ia a search-warrant for counterfeit money, 

tools, &c. - 149 

Form of a warrant ags^nst a witness refusing to attend ... 161 

WATCHMEN. 

May make arrests ir certain cases -39 

WITNESS. 
When summoned before a Justice - * - - - -'-69 
Not a1Iowed^ay>unless summoned by authority • • • . 60 
Paid by ^emment in capital cases --•••-.(so 

Whca^"*'»fi®<l - • -■ 63, 64 

WH ere disqualified -- 63, 64 

T^ho are competent and credible 64 

Rules of law as to admission of children, aged persons, and slaves 64, 66 
See EzAMiiTATioir. 

As to witnesses of no religion, heathens, Gentoos, &c. • • - 62 

Mode of interrogating witnesses as to their belief - « • - 63, 64 
Disqualifications, by convictions of infamous crimes • • - 64, 67 
The effect of a pardon -----.... as 

May be examined in the absence of each other ..... 69 

Duty of Justice in recognising witnesses .... loi, 102 

Special directions as to this ....... io2, 103 

Witnesses' fees --.....••. ]25 

Form of their recognisance ........ ]4o 

Of summons for . > - . .'. . . 142, note 142 
Form of a warrant for a witness refusing to attend .... 151 

Form of commitment of a witness refusing to testify ... 152 
And for want of sureties to appear and testify 163 
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PRECEDENTS IN CIVIL ACTIONS. 



Geoenl remaiki as to these trials 422 

ASSUMPSIT. 

0ec1«ntioD8 in ...-...••- 423 

Ob accoant annexed •-.-.--.-- 103 

Money bad and received «• -• 42^ 

Money lent and accommodated 423 

Money laid oat and expended . ^ . . . - - 423 

For meat and drink --- 424 

For labor and materials 424 

For worlL and labor wilb horses 424 

For service as a schoolmistress - - - - - - - 424 

QUANTUM MERUIT* 

For labor and service - 426 

For work done, and articles found by a tailor .... 425 

For rent 426 

By a physician ---.. 426 

For horse-keeping 426 

For the hire of horses ......... 426 

QUANTUM VALEBANT. 

For goods sold and delivered - 427 

Insimul compatassent 427 

SPECIAL ASSUMPSIT. 
NOTES OF HAND. 

Payee e. Maker ^7 

Partners t». Maker 428 

Payee v. Partners -- 428 

Indorsee V. Maker 428 

Indorsee v. Indorsor 428 

ORDEBS. 

Payee 0. Acceptor, or an accepted order - 429 

On a note for delivery of specific articles 430 

Form of plea 430 
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ACTIONS ON THE CASE. 

General remaiki on the natare of this action 431 

On warranty of wines - • 431 

For selling liquors by short measore 432 

For selling wool, artfully packed 432 

For shooting a dog ---------- 482 

For keeping a dog accnstsmed to bite 433 

For immoderately riding a horse 438 

SLANDER. 

For calling plaintiff a thief 483 

For a libel 484 

TROVER. 

For a chest of clofhes 434 

COVENANT. 

Reasonsfornotbserting precedents in this action . . - . 435 

DEBT. 

Onb'iads 436 

O' a bond by surviving obligee 435 

f'orm of plea -.-.. 435 

Debt on a judgment in a Justice's court ...... 436 

For rent on a parole lease - - 436 

Form of plea in debt 437 

MILITIA. 

Direction as to mode of proceeding in processes upon the statute - 487 

Record, form of in a Justice's court - - 439 

TRESPASS. 

Assault and battery -.- 437 

Assault, battery, and false imprisonment ...... 433 

By husband and wife, for assault upon the wife - - . . 433 

Trespass to personal property ..--.-.- 433 

Trespass on real property 438 

Qnate clausum fregit --.-..-•-. 433 

Flea, and directions when title to real estate is in question - - 438 
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